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All Solicitors should bring 
to the notice of their 
clients a pamphlet 
bearing the above title 
explaining a_ simple 
scheme which brings 
within the reach of all 
means of 


an effective- 


assisting their Country 
in the present difficult 


times. The pamphlet is 


issued by the LEGAL 
AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


of 10, Fleet Street, E.C. 4, 
and a free copy will be 


gladly sent on application. 
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Cases Reported this Week. 


Jones v. Wilson 

Lawrence v. West Somerset Mineral Railway Co. 

London Joint-Stock Bank (Limited) v. MacMillan & 
Arthur i ueceinabebicdetacotetys 

Myers v. Myers, Radford, Thom (cited as Thorn) and 
Carpendale ooban 

Stretch v. Scout Motor Co. (Limited) ; 

Terry, Re. Terry v. Terry and Others ...... 








Current Topics. 


The Admission of Women. 

THE ANNUAL general meeting of the Law Society is fixed for 
Friday next. We understand that Mr. Samuvet Garrett, the 
President, will refer in his address to the admission of women. 
It is well known that officially the Council of the Law Society 
are opposed to facilities being found for proceeding with Lord 
Bucxmaster’s Bill. The attitude of Mr. Garrett on the 
subject will be awaited with interest. 


The Late Lord Rhondda. 

WE HAVE seen with great regret the announcement of the 
death of Lord Ruonppa, who has for the past year occupied 
the responsible and exacting office of Food Controller. We 
have from time to time taken occasion to recognize in these 
columns the ability and zeal with which the work of his depart- 
ment has been performed. No one would have cared to 
prophesy that the numerous restrictions which the system 
of food control has imposed would be so cheerfully accepted, 
and the general success of the system is a mark of the tact 
and foresight with which it has been gradually introduced. 
Inequalities and hardships, of course, there have been. These, 
however, are not the test of the system, but the greater 
inequalities and hardships which it has averted. The public had 
a sufficient taste of troubles, actual and prospective, to make 
it welcome an administrator who would take the situation in 
hand and deal with it on broad lines, and at the same time 
firmly. Such an administrator Lord Raonppa has been, 
and his death under the stress of work leaves a vacancy which 
it will be difficult to fill. 


Registration Appeals to the County Court. 

Unver Section 14 of the Representation of the People Act, 
1918, appeals from decisions of the registration officer on 
claims lie to the county court, and Rules of Court are to be 
made for the purpose of determining the procedure on such 
appeals, and for applying and adapting thereto any enact- 
ments relating to county courts and the procedure therein. 
Rules under the section have now been made, but they are some- 
what lengthy, and we are not sure that under present conditions 
we shall be able to print them. Under rule 2 the court to 
which the appeal will lie will be the court in the district of 
which the qualifying premises are situate, but this is subject to 
the power of the judge under rule 9 to order the hearing to 
take place at some other court of his if this is more convenient. 
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The “‘ qualifying premises ’’ are those in respect of which the 
right to be registered, which is in question, is claimed. The 
respondents to the appeal will be the party (if any) in whose 
favour the decision of the registration officer was given, and 
tl at officer (rule 3). Under rule 9 the time to be fixed for the 
hearing must be within 21 days from the day on which the 
request for the entry of the appeal is received a the registrar 
of the county court; but since the work of the registration 
officers in framing the first register must necessarjly be heavy, 
and it is uncertain when notices of appeal will reach the county 
courts, the time in 1918 may be fixed for any day between 
2nd and 21st September, although more than 21 days from the 
request for entry of the appeal. Rule 11 provides for the 
evidence on the appeal. Copies of documents, and statements 
and information, furnished by the registration officer to the 
registrar will be prima facie evidence of the facts stated 
therein, but the judge may allow further evidence, which will 
be oral, unless by consent or otherwise ordered. By rule 12 
any party to an appeal may appear in person, or by solicitor 
or counsel, or ‘‘ by any other person nominated by such party, 
in writing signed by him, to appear or act on his behalf and 
approved by the judge.’’ This is based on the right of audi- 
ence before the registration officer under rule 39 of Schedule 
I. to the Act, which allows appearance by any person interested 
either in person or by any other person, other than counsel, 
on his behalf. In the county court counsel can appear, and 
the approval of the judge is required for the appearance of a 
lay agent; i.¢., in practice, a registration agent. The Rules 
are dated 18th June, and will be known as the County Court 
(Registration Appeals) Rules, 1918. They are 30 in number, 
and there is an appendix of 13 forms 


Registration Appeals to the Court of Appeal. 


UNDER SECTION 14 (2) of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1918, an appeal lies on any point of law from the county 
court to the Court of Appeal, but there is to be no further 
appeal. Draft R.S.C. for regulating the procedure on such 
appeals have been issued. Notice of appeal must be given to 
the county court registrar and to the registration officer, and 
to the opposite party, if any, within the time and in the form 
prescribed by County Court Rules. The appeal will be by 
notice of motion. The appellant must procure from the county 
court judge a signed copy of the note made by him of any 
point of law, and of the facts in evidence in relation thereto, 
and of his decision, and furnish the same, with two additional 
unsigned copies, for the use of the Court of Appeal. Where 
a number of decisions depend on the same point or points of 
law, and there are several appeals, provision is made for con- 
solidating them. Arrangements are to be made for hearing 
of appeals without delay, and, as far as possible, con- 
tinuously. Except as otherwise provided, tho costs of an 
appeal will lie in the discretion of the Court of Appeal. 


The New County Court Rules 


IN ADDITION to the above Rules, a set of new County Court 


Rules has been issued—the County Court Rules, 1918 
(No. 2)—also dated 18th June. These are partly general, and 
partly necessitated by the Representation of the People Act, 
1918. Rule 1 enables judges to fix courts for the transaction 
of ordinary business so as to fit in with the arrangements which 
must be made by them for the hearing of registration appeals. 
Most of these appeals will probably come on for hearing about 
the same time. Accordingly the judges, instead of fixing the 
courts for ordinary business three months beforehand, may 
delay doing this until they know approximately what time 
will be required for the hearing of appeals, and give six weeks’ 
notice only of the times fixed for the ordinary courts; and 
two courts may be held on the same day so as to allow more 
free days for appeals. Under section 29 of the Act of 1918, 
the duty of taxing the accounts of returning officers, and of 
examining claims made against them, is imposed on the county 
courts, and a set of rules is added to the County Court Rules, 
ord. 43, to regulate the procedure for this purpose. 





Increase of Costs During the War. 


WE PRINTED recently (ante, p. 550) the new R.S.C. made 
for the increase of solicitors’ fees during the war. Under this 
the total of any bill for costs in respect of any cause or matter 
its the Supreme Court after 3lst December, 1917, is to be 
ircreased by 20 per cent. The rule, which was provisional, 
came into operation on 28th May, but it has now been issued 
without alteration as a final rule, dated 26th June. A rule 
to the same effect applying to county court costs is included 
in the County Court Rules, 1918 (No. 2), referred to above. 
This provides as follows :— 

During the continuation of the present war, and thereafter until 
such date as the Lord Chancellor shall appoint, the total of any 
items of costs (as+ distinct from payments) in respect_of business 
done after the thirtieth day of April, nineteen hundred and eighteen, 
in any action or matter commenced in or remitted to a county court, 
or in proceedings under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, 
shall, where costs are payable under Column B or Column C of the 
higher scale, be increased by 20 per centum, und such increase shall 
be allowed upon any taxation or assessments of costs in respect 
of any such business, as well as between party and party, as be 
tween solicitor and client. 

There are also subsidiary provisions as to payment of a fixed 
or gross sum for costs and otherwise, corresponding to those in 
the Increase of Costs Supreme Court Rule. We shall print 
the rule in full next week. 


The Causa Proxima Rule. 

ANOTHER INTERESTING illustration of the causa proxima 
rule, so often referred to in these columns, but constantly 
arising for actual discussion in a quite novel and unexpected 
set of circumstances, is afforded by a petition of right just de- 
cided in the Commercial Court—British and Foreign Steamship 
Co. (Limited) v. The King (Times, 29th ult.). Here the sup- 
pliants had navigated their vessel without lights in dangerous 
waters; they had so acted under the express orders of the 
Director of Transports, issued in the interests of the publi: 
safety for purposes of war. A collision, found to be the result 
of such navigation, followed. The usual question, of course, 
arose: whether the damage arose out of an ordinary peril of 
the sea (7.¢., collision as the result of navigation without lights), 
in which case the underwriters bear the loss, or out of warlike 
operations, in which case the Government bear it. That de 
pends on whether the navigation without lights, the immediate 
cause of the accident, is the true causa proxima, and the order 
of the Admiralty merely a causa remota, or whether the latter 
is part of the causa proxima. This, again, depends on whether 
the immediate cause is the natural and probable consequence of 
the order of the Admiralty ; if it is, then the chain of causa- 
tion from prder to collision is complete, and each link in that 
chain is a causa proxima of the damage. This latter view was 
taken by the Court. The loss was held to arise out of warlike 
operations. 


Annuities and Income Tax. 

THE DECISION of the Court of Appeal in Re Loveless (ante, 
p. 470; 1918, 2 Ch. 1) removes any doubt which might yet 
remain as to the effect, in regard to payment of income tax, of 
a gift by will of a ‘‘ clear annuity.’’ It has already been held 
recently that a gift of an annuity ‘‘free of all duties’’ does not 
entitle the annuitant to have income tax paid for him: Re 
Saillard (1917, 2 Ch. 400), though there were in that case 
indications that the testator was referring to death duties only. 
But the phrases ‘‘ clear of all taxes and deductions ”’ (Wal/ 
v. Wall, 15 Sim. 513), and “‘ free of all deductions ’’ (Gleadow 
v. Leetham, 22 Ch. D. 269) have been held to be insufficient 
to exempt the annuitant from bearing income tax, and the 
same considerations apply to the phrase “ clear annuity ’ 
which occurred in Re Loveless (supra). Payment of income 
tax is a matter to be borne by the annuitant out of his 
annuity, and it makes no difference whether the tax is paid by 
the trustees before payment of the annuity, or whether the 
annuitant pays it himself out of the full annuity. In either 
case the tax, in effect, comes out of the annuity after it is 
to his credit, and the annuity is none the less ‘‘ clear ”’ because 
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he has to bear the common burden of citizenship. But, of 
course, a gift clear of all deductions, ‘‘ including income 
tax,’’ will be effective for the purpose, see Re Buckle (1894, 
1 Ch. 286). 


Conditions on Passenger Tickets. 

THE TROUBLESOME question of conditions attached to rail- 
way tickets is rapidly gathering around it a host of cases, the 
latest of which is Hood v. Anchor Line (Henderson Brothers 
(Limited) (Times, 2nd inst.), an appeal to the House of Lords. 
Where a railway or steamship company issues tickets to pas- 
sengers at its statutory rates, of course no conditions added 
to the ticket by the carrier are valid unless intra vires and 
reasonable. But where, as is usually the case, the ticket is 
issued at a reduced rate and forms a “‘ special contract ’’ be- 
tween the parties, then these questions do not arise. The 
only point, in such a case, is whether the conditions were 
properly brought to the notice of the passenger, so that his 
purchase of a ticket can be taken to amount to an assent to 
the condition on the part of the passenger. A number of 
leading cases exist on this point, but it cannot be said that 
they make the matter very clear. Practically, the question be- 
comes one of the reasonable inference as to notice of the condi- 
tions to be drawn from all the surrounding circumstances ; ¢.g., 
whether the conditions are on face or back of ticket, whether 
printed in large or small type, whether for a long or short 
journey, &c.: Henderson v. Stevenson (1875, L. R. 2 H. L. Se. 
App. 470), Parker v. S.E. Railway Co. (1877, 2 C. P. D. 
416), Richardson v. Rowntree (1894, A. C. 217). In Hood 
v. Anchor Line (supra) the question arose as regards a con- 
dition limiting damages for loss by negligence on part of the 
carrier’s servants to ten pounds, printed conspicuously on the 
face of a steamship ticket for a cross-Atlantic voyage. The 
House of Lords held that any passenger taking a ticket for 
a long sea voyage usually reads the conditions of the contract 
carefully before he takes the ticket, and must be held to 
have sufficient. notice of the conditions, and therefore is bound 
by them. It would be different, Lord Sumner suggested, in 
the case of a ticket taken from an automatic machine; no 
opportunity to check then exists. But, in fact, all such 
theories ignore the simple fact that, owing to the practical 
monopoly of steamship services by a few companies, no real 
liberty of refusing the contract is afforded to the passenger. 
It is somewhat academic to say that he need not go the 
voyage, if he does not like the conditions which all the com- 
panies annex to their tickets. That, however, is a matter for 
legislative reform ; judges, in construing the validity of a con- 
tract, must do so upon the well-accepted principles of the 
common law. In the present case the decision is clearly right ; 
it would be impossible to hold that the passenger had not 
received adequate notice of the voyage conditions. 


Workmen’s Compensation and Strikes. > 

Tue House of Lords dismissed recently, in Price v. Guest, 
Keen & Nettlefolds (Limited) (ante, p. 619), an appeal by 
the dependants of a deceased workman of peculiar interest and 
importance. The rules for assessing compensation under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, are contained in the First 
Schedule to that Act. They vary, of course, according to the 
permanence of the employment. There are a number of 
different possibilities; but the two with which we are con- 
cerned for the moment are (1) cases in which the deceased has 
been employed by the employer during the whole of the three 
years preceding the accident, and (2) cases in which his em- 
ployment has fallen short of three years. In the first case his 
average wages for the three years are the basis of calculation 
on which are assessed his wages for the purposes of fixing the 
amount of compensation. In the latter case, the wages of a 
man of his grade, in the same employment in the locality of 
his work at the date of the accident, may be described (roughly 
and approximately) as the basis for the same purpose. As 
these two often differ considerably in amount—especially in 
these days when wages have suddenly increased very greatly as 
the result of war conditions—the matter may be one of great 
monetary importance to the parties. In the present case the 





deceased workman had been employed by the defendant firm 
for many years ; but on 30th June, 1915, the Conciliation Board 
Agreement, under which the firm and its men were working, 
was terminated by notice. A strike followed, but the deceased 
and other men coritinued to work until 14th July, when they 
ceased working until 22nd July—a break of one week. The 
question was whether this ‘‘ break ’’ amounted to an “ inter- 
ruption ’’ of the employment for the purpose of paragraph 
la (1) of the rules in the Schedule. If it did, then the employ- 
ment was not continuous for the three years preceding the 
accident, and the second method of assessment obviously would 
apply. It is almost impossible to find any conclusive reason 
for interpreting the rules one way rather than another, and 
Lord WrENBURY made some incisive remarks on the capacity 
of the Act as drafted for raising every imaginable kind of 
disputable point. That, however, we think, is the fault of 
the subject matter and not of the draftsman. In the event, 
the Lord Chancellor took one view, his colleagues another view, 
of the meaning of the rule, and the decision of the Court of 
Appeal—which held that the employment was in substance 
continuous for three years—was affirmed. 


Acting as Barrister Without Being Qualified. 

THE PRINCIPAL character in a short story which has just 
appeared in Chambers’s Journal is a junior clerk in a solicitor’s 
office of extraordinary learning and mastery of the material 
points which arise in the cases which he has the opportunity of 
studying in the course of his employment. The junior counsel 
in a case of importance which is suddenly called on fails to 
appear ; the leader has no aptitude for the argument and dis- 
cussion of points of law; and the young clerk is persuaded by 
his colleagues in the office to put on a wig and gown and take 
the part of counsel in the case, which he does with conspicuous 
success. We have little doubt that the impostor could have 
been punished for contempt of court ; but we have been unable 
to find any instance in which the fraud of which he was guilty 
has been attempted, nor does the Legislature appear to have 
imposed any penalty for such an offence. We read, indeed, in 
Lord CampBELL’s ‘‘ Lives of the: Lord Chancellors ’’ that it 
has been constantly asserted that Lord Chancellor JEFFREYS 
made his entrance quite irregularly into the profession of the 
law: that he was never called to the Bar, but took advantage, 
when a lad of eighteen, of the absence of the bar at Kingston 
Assizes caused by the Plague; he put on a gown, walked into 
court as a barristér, was entrusted with briefs by the attorneys, 
and continued to practice with success ever afterwards. Lord 
CamPBELt rejects this story as wholly unworthy of belief. He 
points out that JerrRev’s was actually called to the Bar by the 
Inner Temple in 1668, that it was unlikely that the barristers 
would abandon an assize town because of a visitation of the 
Plague, and that the regulations of the Inns of Court which 
were then in force would prevent any person from practising as 
a barrister without being duly quatified. These considerations 
cannot be disregarded by would-be practitioners, though they 
may be brushed aside by writers of fiction. 








The Development of German 


Prize Law. 


By CHARLES Henry Hvsericn, J.U.D., D.C.L., LL.D., of 
the United States Supreme Court Bar; and RicHaRp 
Kina, Solicitor of the Supreme Court, London. 


ITI. 
Limits on Ricut oF Capture (cont.). 


In The Tello,| a Swedish vessel, The Gétaland, was cap- 
tured by a German submarine for carrying contraband, and 
a prize crew placed on board. The submarine ordered the 
prize to follow, and proceeded towards a German port, when 
The Tello, a Norwegian vessel, came into view. The officer 
of the prize crew signalled from The Gétaland, which was 
flying the German war flag, to The Tello to stop, and then pro- 
ceeded in one of The Gétaland’s boats, with an engineer to 








iSuperior Court of Prize, 26th June, 1916. 
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The Tello, and caused this vessel to be sunk. In subsequent 
prize proceedings against The Gétaland, it was held that she 
Was not guilty of carrying contraband. On behalf of the 
claimant it was contended that the destruction of The Tello 
was unlawful, because (1) the orders had fot emanated from 
the commander of the submarine, and (2) they had been 
carried out from neutral territory, to wit, from the Swedish 
steamer which had been wrongfully seized. The Superior 
Court of Prize held, as to the first point, that a capture may 
be effected by any person who at the particular moment holds 
the command. As to the second contention, the Court said :— 


“Nor can the lawfulness of the seizure be impugned on the 
ground that at the time of the capture 7'he Gétalana was a neutral 
vessel, though flying the Gierman war flag. It is quite true that the 
right of capture cannot be exercised on neutral ground. It may 
also be correct that, even against a vessel encountered on the high 
seas, nO measures connected with the right of capture may be taken 
from a war vessel which is within the territorial waters of a neutral 
state. This, however, is not the case here. The doctrine that ships 
are portions of the territory of the state to which they belong must 
not be taken literally. The meaning is not that the territory of the 
state is extended by the fact of the vessels sailing out to sea. By 
this rather figurative dictum, it is intended to convey in a general 
manner that in many respects the national laws are still applicable 
in the case of the vessel and her crew and her passengers after they 
have left the actual territory of the state. The prize crew which 
was put on board 7'he Géitaland did not by that act transfer itself 
on Swedish territory but remained still on the high seas. . . . 
If by the law of nations it was admissible that Zhe 7'ello should 
have been held up and destroyed from a neutral merchant vessel, 
and with the use of her boats, the lawfulness of these measures 
remains unaffected, should the use made of 7'he Gétaland have been 
against the interests of that steamer and not justifiable to the 
Swedish State. But even from the point of view of the judgment 
rendered in the case of The Gétaland, it cannot be admitted that 
the use made of 7'he Gétaland and her boat was illicit. According 
to the facts of the case the commander of the submarine which had 
seized 7'he Gétaland in pursuance of art. 16 (b) of the Prize Code 
was even justified in using the vessel as an auxiliary ship. At the 
moment of seizure, the officer is not able to ascertain with certainty 
all the circumstances which determine the guilt of the vessel that 
has been arrested. The procedure recognized by the law of nations 
permits the seizure of the vessel on adequate suspicion, since, as 
such, the seizure is a permissible measure, subject to examination 
in the prize court. In the face of this fact, the provision in the 
Prize Code, according to which the commander may use the vessel 
seized as an auxiliary ship, can only be construed to mean that 
such use does not depend upon the objection to the legality of the 
seizure, but merely on the fact that there have been adequate 
reasons *for the seizure.”’ (Prize Code, art. 8.) 

It has been seen above that prize jurisdiction does not extend 
to the public vessels of any State.2 Such jurisdiction is limited 
to merchant vessels of an enemy or neutral State* : — 

‘*A dredger is a merchant vessel within the meaning of the 
Prize Code, especially where it is equipped with lights, boats, crew 
rooms, compasses, &c. In general, a vessel is any craft floating upon 
the water, regardless of the purposes for which it is used, whether 
capable of self-propulsion or not. It may be used for the transporta- 
tion of passengers or freight, or for other purposes, as cable-laying, 
salvage, ice-breaking. The expression ‘‘ merchant vessel,” as used 
in the Prize ‘Code, covers all vessels, except public vessels, with this 
limitation, that the vessel must on account of its size or character 
be of some importance.”’ 

For the reason last given, small lighters and tugs are not 
seizable.4 The question as to the legal status of private yachts 
came up before the Superior Court of Prize in The Prima- 
vera? : — 

“ Finally we must take up the defence that the Prize Code is not 
oo because The Primavera as a steam yacht is not a mer- 
chant vessel within the. meaning of the Prize Code. This defence 
was also properly rejected by the court below. It is clear from the 
provisions of the Prize Code, even in the light of the proceedings at 
the London Conference, from which issues the declaration regarding 
naval warfare upon which the Prize Code is based, that every 
vessel, not the property of the state, must be regarded as a merchant 
vessel within the meaning of the Prize Code. In the discussions 
regarding blockade, the American delegate, Wilson, declared that 
the expression ‘Navire de commerce’ was susceptible of different 
interpretations ; that in general it is regarded as meaning the same 
as ‘merchant ship,’ and that vessels might be classified under two 
heads, namely, les navires d’Etat and les navires privés, and that the 


2Prize Code, art. 2. 
8De Brussels, Superior Court of Prize, 27th April, 1917. 
47 he Assistant, Superior Court of Prize, 27th June, 1916. 
56th October, 1916. 





latter expression embraced every kind of private vessel such as 
navire de commerce, yacht des particuliers, etc. He asked for an in- 
terpretation of the expression ‘ by the Conference’ and this was 
given as follows : ‘ Aprés explication, il est entendu que le sens in- 
diqué par M. Wilson sera considéré comme le sens exact du mot 
navire de commerce, qui, ainsi que l’indiqué M. Renault, comprend 
tous les navires autres que les navires d’Etat.’ (Cf. Niemeyer, Ur- 
kundenbuch zum Seekriegsrecht, ILI., p. 1545.) In this sense, there- 
fore, was the expression used in the Declaration of London, and 
the expression ‘merchant vessel’ in the Prize Code must be 
understood in the same sense. This is expressly said in art. 2 of 
the Prize Procedure Ordinance, and, as may be assumed without 
further question, without regard to the authentic interpretation of 
the expression in the London Conference. The same appears also 
from the Prize Code itself. In art. 10 thereof, there is only a 
general reference to enemy vessels, and in art. 6, certain classes 
of vessels are exempted from capture which unquestionably do not 
come within the meanihg of merchant vessels in the narrow sense 
in which the claimant desires this expression to be interpreted. If 
under the expression ‘ merchant vessels’ only vessels engaged in 
maritime commerce were to be included, it would not have been 
necessary to exclude from capture hospital ships, coastwise fishing 
vessels, vessels engaged in religious work, etc., because since these 
vessels are not engaged in maritime commerce, they would, under 
this view, not come within the category of merchant vessels.’ 

As to objects on board the ship, it has been held that ship’s- 
accessories share the fate of the vessel.6 Ship’s stores are 
accessories in so far as they are necessary for the voyage upon 
which the ship is engaged ;? where the amount is in excess of 
such needs, such stores are regarded as cargo.® 

Jurisdiction extends to enemy and neutral cargo on board 
enemy or neutral vessels.’ The personal effects of the crew 
are neither a part of the vessel, nor are they cargo within the 
meaning of the Prize Code,’ and consequently the Prize Court 
is without jurisdiction to assess damages in case of alleged 
illegal destruction." 

The word ‘‘ goods ”’ ((iiter), as used in art. 115; means mer- 
chandise (Handelsgiiter-marchandises)." The same applies to 
supplies, the personal property of the master.!% 

Whether bunker coal is to be regarded as cargo, as was done 
in The Indrani and The Indian Prince, or as ship’s stores, 
depends upon the circumstances .of each case. 

While art. 7 of the Prize Code provides for the inviolability 
of letter mail, parcel post is part of the cargo, and is subject 
to seizure as such.“ This subjects parcel post to the pro- 
visions of the Declaration of Paris, as regards countries that 
have ratified it.” This is also in accord with the declaration 
of the German delegate to the Second Hague Peace Con- 
ference, Dr. Kriege, that the Eleventh Hague Convention 
applies only to letter mail (correspondance postale). 

In this connection it is interesting to note that two of the 
best known’German authorities on international law, von 
Liszt!* and Zitelmann, contend that, in view of the fact that 
Russia, Montenegro, Serbia and Turkey are not parties to the 
Eleventh Hague Convention, the Convention is not binding 





67 he Neptune, Hamburg Prize Court, 11th December, 1915. 
7The Pass of Balmaha, Hamburg Prize Court, 18th December, 1915. 
87’he Cocos, Hamburg Prize Court, 11th December, 1915, affirmed, 
Superior Court of Prize, 15th May, 1916, 

9Not to German-owned cargo on any vessel ;: Zhe Nyanga, Hamburg 
Prize ‘Court, 25th September, 1915; V’he Lestris, Hamburg Prize Court, 
18th ‘May, 1917. 

107'he Cocos, supra (A sextant belonging to the mate released); The 
Fama, Hamburg Prize Court, 16th November, 1917. 

uThe Cocos, supra; The Nagell; The Neptune; Hamburg Prize 
Court, 11th December, 1915. 

127he Cocos, supra. 

137'he Bjérn, Hamburg Prize Court, Wth October, 1915. 

l4Hamburg Prize Court, 3rd July, 1915. 

15Superior Court of Prize, 15th April, 1916. 

lb67'he Bjdrn, supra. 

17Neukamp, Deutsche Juristen Zeitung (1916), 567, 574. 

I8Die Verbindlichkeit der vélkerrechtlichen Vertrage iiber das Krieges: 
recht, Leipziger Zeitschrift (1915), 166-174. 

19Die Anwendbarkeit der Haager und Genfer —— : gegen- 
wirtigen Kriege Aichiy fiir éffentliches Recht, 1, 23). ., however, 
the akin cory hg fon Krieg und das —— Nana Pag a PS und 


hoe Weltkrieg 661. 








mores 


July 6, 1918 


' on any one of the signatories, and that consequently even 
| letter mail is not inviolable.” 

Jurisdiction does not extend to enemy goods on board 
German vessels, nor to such goods after they have been un- 
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loaded from any vessel. In other words, the German prize 
law does not adopt the doctrines announced in cases like The 
Miramich®! and The Roumanian.™ 

The latter question came before a civil court, and was finally 
determined by the Imperial Supreme Court in Prenzlau’s 
Fabrikwerke v. Transatlantic Giiterversicherungsgesell- 
schaft.= Insurance had been effected to cover risks of seizure 
and condemnation while the goods were on board. The goods 
were shipped on board an English vessel, which, upon the 
declaration of war, put into an English port, where the cargo 
was unloaded and subsequently seized. It was held that the 
insured was not entitled to recover, as the risk was not insured 
against. The subsequent seizure and condemnation cannot be 
regarded as the result of the master’s determination to put 
into an English port. Since the Crimean war a custom of 
days of grace for enemy vessels had grown up, and this custom 
received recognition in the Sixth Hague Convention. Even if 
the binding force of this Convention in international law is 
doubtful, in view of the reservations made by Russia and 
Germany in respect of arts. 3 and 4, nevertheless the pro- 
visions show that at that time the former purpose of enrich- 
ing the captor State had been superseded :— . 

“This view-point of the protection of bona fide commerce is 
especially true as regards enemy goods entrusted to the vessels of 
the belligerent. The object of the prevention of enemy sea-borne 
commerce only justifies the detention and retention of such property, 
but not its condemnation. If it is taken into consideration 
that during a war enemy property is not ordinarily transported on 
the vessels of the opposing belligerent, and, if this occurs in rare 
cases, it is punishable under the law relating to treason or trading 
with the enemy, it is clear why modern laws and international] con- 
ventions regarding prize law do not consider the case of enemy 
goods on board vessels of the opposing belligerent, and the point is 
practically left out of consideration by the text writers. So, e.g., 
art. 4 of the Sixth Hague Convention refers only to enemy goods 
on enemy vessels. So also, arts. 68-60 of the London Declaration of 
1909 deals only with enemy or neutral goods on enemy vessels. 
Art. 2 of the German Code of Prize Procedure of April 15, 1911 
[R. G. Bl. (1914), 302] defines prizes as follows: “Prizes within the 
meaning of this ordinance are enemy or neutral merchant vessels 


and enemy or neutral goods on board such vessels, in so far 


as they are subject to seizure in the exercise of the right of prize.”’ 
ge the German Prize Code of September 30th, 1909, art. 1 
{R. G. Bl. (1914), 276]. Compare also art. 39 of the Oxford Regula- 
tions of the Institute for Eoteunashanal Law. Westlake, Inter- 
national Law (1907) II., p. 129, describes the effect of the Paris 
Declaration as follows: ‘We may therefore conclude ‘that enemy 
ships and enemy goods on board them are now, by international 
law, the only enemy property which as such is capturable at sea.’ 
Wehberg, who deals with the question of the condemnation of enemy 
fererty on vessels of the forum. (Land-und Seekriegsrecht (1915), 
75, 176) is of opinion that, from a legal standpoint, condemnation is 
permissible, because the declaration of Paris is not subject to exten- 
sive interpretation; but he adds: ‘In practice the states will here 
also take into consideration that their merchant vessels derive a 
benefit from the transportation of enemy goods, and will probably 
~ decide, in conformity with arts. 48 and 49 of the English Naval 
Prize Law, and sec. 41 (2) of the Japanese Prize Law of 1904, 
that enemy goods are subject to condemnation only if the vessel 
is at the same time subject to capture under the provisions of the 
local law.’ Similarly Schramm, Das Prisenrecht (1913), 98. But as 
to enemy goods on board vessels of the forum, Wehberg properly 
holds (loc. cit. 199, note 1) art. 4 of the Sixth Hague Convention 
to apply, because goods on board enemy vessels cannot be treated 
more favourably than those on own vessels of the captor. For a 
contrary view : Huberich, Englisches Prisenrecht (1915), 56. It is 
true that during the present war, the English prize courts in the 
present case and in several other cases have ordered the seizure and 
condemnation of enemy property. In so doing, they have given 
to the often-announced rule of English prize law, that the right of 
seizure extends to enemy property at sea or afloat in port. . . . 
(The Miramichi, Prize Cases (1916), 147, 544; Huberich, Joc. cit. 
52], an extensive interpretation, so as to cover seizure and con- 





%®For a contrary view, see Neuk . in Deutse isten Zeitune 
(1916). 567. Ty amp, in Deutsche Juristen tung 
21(1915] P. 71. 
[1916] 1 A. C. 124. 
smc January, 1917, Hanseatische Gerichtszeitung (Hauptblatt) (1917), 





demnation on land, where the property has not ‘been delivered to the 
owners (citing and discussing Ze Roumanian, The Achaia). . « + 
Whether these decisions are correct from a juristic standpoint, it 
is not our purpose to discuss. At all events, they do not conform 
to the progressive views on international law prevailing prior to 
the present great war, nor meet the expectations extensively 
cherished before the war as to the administration of international 
law in the event of war.” 

That goods should be seized and condemned after being un- 
loaded was an unexpected circumstance with which the in- 
sured at the time when the contract was made did not reckon, 
and which was not to be reckoned with when the master deter- 
mined to take the vessel to England. Hence, this determina- 
tion of the master cannot be regarded as the equivalent of 
the seizure and condemnation insured against. 

It is immaterial where the cargo is carried, whether in the 
hold or on deck, or suspended from the side of the vessel, 
or taken in tow either alongside or behind the vessel. It was 
accordingly held that empty lighters, that are being conveyed 
to their destination by a tug, are cargo.™ ° 

(To be continued.) 








Changes in Criminal Pleading and 
Practice.” 


Eacn new edition of Archbold’s Criminal Pleadings is an event 
in the legal world, or at any rate in that large part of the legal 
world, the Circuit and Old Bailey Bars. To it the practitioner, 
the clerk of assizes, the trial judge, all alike turn for the latest 
decisions and statutory amendments relating to any case which 
is occupying for the moment forensic attention. Hach edition is 
corrected by the diligent lawyer and brought up to date with mar- 
ginal notes, but few can avoid many omissions and over- 
sights. By the time the last edition, with its unwieldy annotations 
of this type, has become unworkable, the possessor watches 
anxiously for the appearance of its successor, which. will economize 
his labour and start him afresh on the right path. And the period 
chosen by the editors forthe incubation of each new edition—the 
quinguennium or Roman “lustrum,’’ when the censor morwm 
made his periodical drastic revisions of the lists of citizens—is 
peculiarly well adapted to the purposes of the circuiteer. It is 
neither too long nor too short. But here, as elsewhere, war-time 
conditions have effected an alteration. The twenty-fourth edition 
appeared in 1910. The twenty-fifth was due in 1915. The pub- 
lishers postponed it, hoping, as did we all, that the war would in 
a year or two have reached a happy termination. Instead of that, 
we are on the verge of a fifth year, and optimistic postponements 
of much-needed revised editions are no longer possible. So there 
is a gap of eight, not five, -years between the last and the present 
editions, and much water has run beneath the bridge in these 
eight years. 

Nor is the extended character of the period over which revision 
has extended the only difficulty which has faced the editors. 
Members of the legal profession who have turned to the three 
successive editions which preceded the present for assistance in the 
elucidation of questions of criminal law will lose the profound 
mastery and lucid exposition of his subject which characterized that 
distinguished editor and jurist, the late Mr. Fretpen Orares. The 
experience, care and learning which he devoted to his task are 
irreplaceable. But all that could be done to make the present 
edition a worthy successor to those he edited has been faithfully 
performed by the present editor, Mr, Roome, one of the Treasury 
counsel at the Old Bailey, and Mr. Ross, Clerk to the Court of 
Criminal Appeal. Mr. Roome assisted ‘Mr. Crates in the prepara- 
tion of the 1910 edition, and has been ever since in charge of the 
elaborate apparatus of revision required for a new edition. Mr. 
Ross, of course, is not only the chief clerk of the judicial body 
which has most to do with any changes that take place in the 
interpretation of our criminal jurisprudence, but is himself the 
author of a standard treatise on the practice of the Court of 
Criminal Appeal. In the able hands of these experienced gentle- 
men “Archbold’’ emerges from its ordeal of suspended animation in 
a state fully worthy of its great reputation and long tradition of 
thoroughness, clearness, and accuracy. 

247he Zuiderzee and The Gouwzee, Superior Court of Prize, 27th 
April, 1917. 

* Archbold’s Pleading, Evidence and Pract’ce in Criminal Cases. By Sir John Jerviy. 
late Lord Justice of the Common Pleas With the Statutes, Precedents of Indict- 
ments, &c. Twenty-fifth Edition. By Henry Delacombe Roomean1 Robert Ernest Ross, 
Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons\(Limited), £2 2s. net, 
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ublication of the 1910 edition quite a large number 
indanen criminal law and procedure have been effected by 
legislation. In the present edition, therefore, there are many 
alterations and additions. In particular, a great series of changes 
in references and arrangement has been rendered necessary by 
the steady progress made in the task of the legislative consolidation 
and simplification of the innumerable scattered enactments that 
previously had made up the statute law in the case of — 
offences. The Perjury Act, 1911; the Forgery Act, 1913 ; and =~ 
Larceny Act, 1916, are fruits of this process of codification ; the 
first two had the benefit of Mr. Crates’ practised hand in the task 
of draftsmanship. The portion of this edition which deals with 
these offences has been carefully revised, and to a great extent re- 
written, in consequence of the passing of these three codifying 
my change of greater consequence shews its marks all over 
the new edition. This has been the inevitable result of the Indict- 
ments Act, 1915. That revolutionary statute is the culminating 
step in a long process of gradually accelerated evolution ; but it 
is a longer step than all its predecessors put together. The most 
important of the earlier stages in this process of simplification in 
the technicalities of criminal draftsmanship are marked by the 
QOriminal Law Act, 1826; the Criminal Procedure Act, 1848; the 
Quarter Sessions Act, 1849; and the Criminal Procedure Act, 1851. 
These statutes paved the way by breaking down the barrier of 
technicalities laboriously erected by the common law between the 
Crown and the prisoner, in days when the Crown was suspect in 
the eyes of judges who loved liberty, to the great hindrance of 
equal and even justice. The new Act is designed to secure brevity 
and simplicity in crimina) pleading. It provides that any indict- 
ment shall be sufficient in law if it contains a statement im 
“ ordinary "’ language, avoiding as far as possible the use of tech- 
nical terms, of the specific offence or offences charged, together 
with such particulars as may be necessary for giving reasonable 
information as to the nature of the charge. Charges for any 
offences, whether felonies or misdemeanours, may be joined in the 
sante indictment and tried together, if they are founded on the 
same facts, or form a series, or are part of a series of offences of 
the same or similar character. The passing of the Indictments 
Act, 1915, it is obvious, by doing away with technicalities, has 
involved a large revision of Archbold. The numerous precedents 
of indictments contained in the treatise have all undergone 
revision. Much of the abstruse learning embedded in the former 
editions has been omitted. This necessarily gives the book a less 
scholarly air. It makes it less valuable to the antiquarian lawyer. 
Just as the pré-Judicature Act editions of “Bullen and Leake” 
shew a rich and quaint scholarship ——s in their successors, so 
the older Archbolds have for some who love archaic learning a 
charm not to be found in the new. 

But drafting in “ ordinary ” language is not so easy as it seems. 
To the draftsmen of indictments, as to the equity draftsman and 
the conveyancer, the substitution of plain language for technical 
terms does not always make for brevity, or simplicity, or the 
avoidance of ambiguities and of consequent resort to litigation. 
Therefore, new precedents tend to take the place of old. The wise 
practitioner will not abandon the time-honoured precedent merely 
because its language is a little archaic ; he will jettison useless and 
cumbersome phraseology, but he will not throw overboard the 
ballast on which he must depend to keep his kee] straight in a 
hurricane. So “ordinary language’’ means not so much as is 
intended by the eager reformer. In its time it, too, becomes 
technical language. 

Other changes worthy of note have been introduced into the 
resent edition of Archbold by the enactment of the Criminal 
ustice Administration Act, 1914. That statute chiefly affects 

Summary Jurisdiction Courts, but it is not without its interest and 
importance for the circuiteer. Such widely divergent matters as 
bail, bigamy, and proof of summary convictions are dealt with by 
it. Incidentally, it removes one curious anomaly of the common 
law. Formerly a sentence of “hard labour” could be passed 
for statutory, but not for common law, misdemeanour. Now such 
a sentence can be passed for any offence for which imprisonment is 
a legal punishment, 

‘The Debtors Act, 1869, created numerous offences in connection 
with bankruptcy which have long formed one of the most unsettled 
and obscurest portions of our statutory criminal law. Two new 
statutes, since the date of that Act and since the last edition of 
Archbold, have rather added to, than removed, this obscurity. The 
Bankruptcy and Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1913, created several 
new ym op Ms debtors in a way that has occasioned much com- 
ment and criticism in commercial and legal circles alike. The 
Bankruptcy Act of 1914 repealed and anneal that Act in the 
course of consolideting the various statutes relating to bankruptcy. 





The changes thus made are, of course, carefully considered in the 
Archbold. 

Other recent statutes which find a place are, we need hardly say, 
the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1912; the Mental Deficiency 
Act, 1913; and the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1916. Amongst 
Emergency Legislation, too, comes the Grand Juries (Suspension) 
Act, 1917, and the Rules made thereunder. But we are dis- 
appointed to find the Trading with the Enemy Acts and the 
Defence of the Realm Acts completely omitted. This is done 
because these Acts are merely in force for the duration of the war 
and are fully dealt with in official manuals. But these manuals 
do not comment on the vast and intricate case law which is growing 
up on these Acts and the Regulations made under them. More- 
over, no one, unfortunately, can say that the end of these Acts is 
in sight. } 

A new feature in the present edition, and a very valuable one, 
consists of an Appendix which contains a table of particulars 
relating to the trial and punishment of the principal indictable 
offences. The table is accompanied by a brief memorandum ex- 
planatory of the varying degrees of punishment. This adds to the 
practical utility of the book. Indeed, it may fairly be said that 
the present edition of Archbold is more of a business lawyer's and 
less of a scholarly lawyer’s treatise than its predécessors. The 
profession of law, indeed, is growing more like a business, and 
this edition marks the change. The index is new; it, too, has a 
more modern air than former indices. Decided cases, as the result 
of the institution of a Court of Criminal Appeal, accumulate 
rapidly nowadays in criminal jurisprudence. Considerations of 
space, unfortunately, have led the editors to exclude many of the 
less important of these; this we regret, as one of the merits of 
Archbold hitherto has been its completeness. The practitioner who 
used the latest edition and kept it up to date by careful annotation 
could be confident that no surprise was in store for him. This is 
not so any longer. But considerations of space are important, and 
this criticism is not intended to dim the brightness of the apprecia- 
tion we are glad to accord to this practical and workmanlike book. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


LONDON JOINT STOCK BANK (LIM:) v. MACMILLAN AND ARTHUR. ‘| 


12th, 15th, 16th, 18th and 19th April ; 2ist June. 


BANKER AND CUSTOMER—CHEQUE—SPACE FOR Amount In Worps Lert 
BLANK—LiIABILITY or BANKER ON CHEQUE—MANDATE TO PAyY—AMOUNT 
FRAUDULENTLY ALTERED By CONFIDENTIAL CLERK—ALTERATION REN- 


DERED EASY OWING TO THE Way CHEQue was DrawnN—Dovty or , 


CUSTOMER TO TAKE PRECAUTIONS AGAINST FORGERY. 


A partner in a a having a banking account with the defendant 
bank signed a cheque for petty cash for £2. The cheque was 
brought for his — by a clerk who had been in the office for 
many years, and whose honesty the partners had no reason to doubt. It 
was his duty to draw the c eques for the partners to sign. In this 
case the amount was not filled in on the cheque in words, and the omis- 
sion was not noticed by the partner who signed it. Subsequently the 
clerk filled in the words “‘ One hundred and twenty pounds,” and added 
the figures “‘1" and “0” respectively before and after the figure 
‘* 2,” and cashed the cheque for £120. The fraud being discovered, the 
firm sued the bank and recovered £118. } 


Held, that the signing of the cheque in the above circumstances con- 
stituted such negligence on the part of the customer as brought the case 
within the princuple laid down in Young v. Grote (1829, 4 Bing. 253), and 
the loss must. fall on the customer. 

Scholfield v. Londesborough (1896, A. C. 514) distinguished. 

Colonial Bank of Australasia v. Marshall (1906, 4. C. 550) considered. 


Decision of the Court of Ai 1 (61 Sonicrrors’ JournaL, 523; 1917, 2 
K. B. 439) reversed. ppeel ( : 


Appeal by the bank from an order of the Court of Appeal affirmin 
the judgment of Sankey, J., in an action brought as a commercia 
cause by the present respondents to recover from the bank £118. One 
of the partners in the respondents’ firm, under circumstances sufficiently 
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indicated in the headnote, had signed a cheque payable to bearer for 
' £2. The space-for the amount in words on the cheque had not been 
filed in, and the figure ‘“‘2’* was some distance away from the “ £.”’ 
The firm had-a confidential clerk named Klautschi, by whom it was 
fraudulently filled up for £120 instead of £2. The bark resisted the 
claim on the ground that the plaintiffs had drawn the cheque so negli- 
gently as to lead to the fraud, and that the plaintiffs had entrusted the 
cheque, signed by them, to Klautschi, authorizing him to fill it up. 
Sankey, J., gave judgment for the plaintiffs, and his judgment was 
affirmed by the Court of Appeal. The bank appealed. The case was 
treated in the Courts below as turning upon the question whether the 
ease of Young v. Grote .was still good law. Both Courts below held 
that that case was no longer of authority, and that the bank could not 
rely upon it as a defence. 













win 3 
Senet : Tue House took time for consideration. 
ta is ~ Lord Fintay, C., in moving the appeal should be allowed, after 
stating the facts and dealing with the authorities cited, said the ques- 
ons tion, whether there was negligence as between banker and customer, was 
? a question of fact in each particular case, and could be decided only on 
ilars + a view of the cheque as issued by the drawer, with the help of any 
able ' evidence available as to the course of dealings between the parties or 
| @X- | otherwise. If the existence in a cheque of blank spaces of an unusual 
» the nature, and such as to facilitate interpolation, was declared to be no 
that evidence of a breach of duty as between customer and banker, the 
and »+ duty would have little left to operate upon. To recognize the duty of 
The care by the customer in drawing cheques, and then to lay down as a 
and matter of law that there was no breach of that duty by leaving such 
on a blank spaces in the cheque, was in effect to eviscerate the duty. If 
, Young v. Grote (supra) was right, the judgment now appealed from was 
sult wrong. He thought Young v. Grote was sound in principle and sup- 
late ! ported by the great preponderance of authority, and must be treated 
: of as good law. [His pede referred to the facts in that case.] In the 
the present case the customer neglected all precautions. He signed the 
| of cheque leaving entirely blank the space where the amount should have 
vho ' been stated in words, and where it should have been stated in figures 
ion there was only the figure ‘“‘2’’ with blank spaces on either side of it. 
sis There was here a clear breach of duty which the customer owed to the 
a banker. True that the customer implicitly trusted the clerk. to whom 
r he handed the document in this state to fill it up, and to collect the 
“s amount, but this confidence in the clerk could not excuse the negligence 
ok. of the duty to the banker to use ordinary care as to the manner in 


The duty was not a duty to have clerks 
3 whom the customer believed to be honest. It was a specific duty as to 
the preparation of the order upon the banker. If the customer chose to 
~ dispense with the ordinary precautions, because he had complete faith 
- in his clerk’s honesty, he could not claim to throw upon the banker 

, E the loss which resulted from his fraud. No one could be certain of 

preventing forgery, but ordinary precautions against forgery could 
yeasily be taken. If, owing to the neglect of such precautions, it was 
put in the power of a dishonest person to increase the amount by 
forgery, the customer must bear the loss as between himself and the 
banker. It was well settled law that, if a customer signed a cheque in 
blank, and left it to a clerk or other person to fill it up, he was bound 
by the instrument as filled up by his agent. This had been suggested 
as the real ground for the decision in Young v. Grote. He doubted if 
that was the true ground of the decision for the reasons he had given. 
The principle was thoroughly established, and he thought applied to 
the facts of the present case. The cheque was signed by the customer 
and handed over to the clerk to be filled up by him. For all practical 
purposes the cheque was in blank, as the figure ‘‘2”’ in its isolated 
position afforded no security whatever against a fraudulent increase. 
The clerk had the authority of the customer to fill up the words de- 
noting the amount in the body of the cheque, and to put other words 
before and after the ‘‘2”’ was quite easy owing to its position. The 
examination of the facsimile of the cheque when filled up shewed how 
impossible it was to detect the fraud. There was no apparent limita- 
tion on the authority of the clerk in filling up the cheque. On this 
ground, also, which on the view he took of Young v. Grote was inde- 
pendent of that decision, he thought the appeal should be allowed. 
Viscount Hatpane, Lord SHaw and Lord Parmoor read judgments 
to the same effect. Accordingly the appeal of the bank was allowed 
with costs there and below.—CounsEL, for the apnellants, Douglas Hoag, 
K.C., and~Alex. ‘Neilson; for the respondents, Holman Gregory, K.C., 
D and Jowitt. Soricrrors, Morley, Shirreff, & Co.; BE. H. Coopman, 
/ [Reported by Exexrs Rarv. Barristerat-Law.] 


which the cheque was drawn. 





7 Court of, Appeal. 


PD) \ sreerca v. scour moTOR co. (44M.). No. 1.—26th and 27th June. 


} Emptoyver AND WoRKMAN—AGREEMENT FOR War Bonvus—FORFEITURE 
on “ Leavina Service” Berorr Exp or WaR—WoRKMAN ENROLS 

as War Monition VoLunTzeR—TRANSFER TO CONTROLLED EstaB- 

LISHMENT BY Ministry or Munitions—Muwnitions or War Act, 1915 

(5 & 6 Gao. 5, c. 54), s. 6 (1) ann (2). 

Employers and their workmen agreed that a war bonus of 10 per cent. 


should be paid to the men at the end of the war. but that if any employee 
should “ tbove the service for any reason” before the end of the war 


y 






whereby he undertook to work for the Ministry of Munitions at. any 
controlled establishment, and a year later, on 3rd June, 1916, was 
transferred to such an establishment by the order of the Minister. In 
an action by him against the employers for a declaration that he would 
be entitled to be paid the bonus that had accrued by 3rd June, 1916, 
at the end of the war, 

Held (reversing Lush, J., ante, p. 451), that he had voluntarily left 
the service of the employers, and had thereby forfeited the bonus. 

Appeal by the defendants from a decision of Lush, J. (reported, ante, 
p. 451). The plaintiff was a skilled fitter employed by the defendants, 
an engineering company. In March, 1915, a dispute having arisen 
between the defendants arid their workmen over wages, the men 
threatened to leave their employment, and the defendants entered into 
@® agreement with the workmen to pay them at the end of the war 
a war bonus of 10 per cent. on their wages. The agreement provided 
that, “should any employee leave the service of the company for an 
reason between March, 1915, and the date of the disbursement, ok 
employee will forfeit all claim to the above-mentioned war bonus.” 
The plaintiff remained in the defendants’ service on the terms of this 
agreement, but on 26th June, 1915, in response to a call upon skilled 
workmen made by the Minister of Munitions, he enrolled as a War 
Munitions Volunteer, undertaking to work at any “controlled estab- 
lishment ’’ to which he might be assigned by the Minister; and on 
2nd July, 1915, the offer was accepted. The plaintiff remained in the 
defendants’ employment, and was credited with the accruing bonus 
from week to week, down to 3rd June, 1916, when he was transferred 
to a controlled establishment, the Herbert Engineering Co. 
(Limited), Reading, by the order of the Minister of Munitions. The 
defendants then informed the plaintiff that he had forfeited his claim 
to the war bonus by leaving their service, and the plaintiff brought this 
action for a declaration that he was entitled to be paid at the end of 
the war the bonus that had accrued on 3rd June, 1916. By section 6, 
sub-section (1), of the Munitions of War Act, 1915 (which was passed 
on 2nd July, 1915, the day when the plaintiff’s offer was accepted), it 
is provided : “If any workman . . . enters into any undertakin 
with the Minister of Munitions that he will work at any controlle 
establishment to which he may be assigned by the Minister Z 
the workman shall, if he acts in contravention of or fails to comply 
with his undertaking, be guilty of an offence under this Act.’ ‘By 
sub-section (2): ‘‘1f any employer dissuades or attempts to dissuade 
any workman in his employment from entering into an undertaking 
under this section, or retains or offers to retain in his employment 
any workman who has entered into such undertaking after he has 
received notice from the Minister of Munitions that the workman is to 
work at some other egtablishment, that employer shall be guilty of an 
offence under this Act.’’ Lush, J., held that when the plaintiff left 
the defendants’ service he did not do so voluntarily, and therefore 
was entitled to the war bonus that had accrued to his credit at the 
date of leaving, and made the declaration asked for. The defendants 
appealed. 

Tue Court allowed the appeal. 

Swinren Eapy, M.R., having stated the facts, proceeded: It was 
not suggested that the plaintiff, in volunteering for service under the 
direction of the Ministry of Munitions, was under any compulsion to do 
80, or was not acting quite spontaneously. About a year later he was 
required to enter the service of another firm by the Ministry, and the 
question was whether he then left the service of the company for any 
reason. It was said he did not leave the service within the meaning 
of the notice, as, when he did leave, he did not do so voluntarily. The 
meaning of the notice was clear. The defendants desired to retain 
their employees until the end of the war, and offered them the induce- 
ment of a deferred payment. If they left the service of the company 
before the end of the war they ceased to have any claim to the bonus. 
Then came the invitation from the Government to workmen in the 
engineering trade, inviting them to volunteer for transfer to Govern- 
ment work, and the plaintiff’s enrolment. The plaintiff said he had 
not “left ’’ the service of the company, bitt had only obeyed an order 
of the Ministry of Munitions, which he was bound under a penalty 
to comply with. So to argue was to lose sight of the preliminary 
undertaking which he had given to transfer his services. The offer 
voluntarily made by him and accepted was the basis of the order 
removing him from the service of the defendants. The other point 
made by the plaintiff was that, having regard to the statutes passed 
after the date of the agreemient, the whole contract was illegal. [His 
lordship, having read section 6 of the Act of 1915, proceeded :] If 
it was illegal, as an attempt to dissuade a workman from giving an 
undertaking to work at a controlled establishment, it was certainly 
not made retrospectively illegal. But if it were illegal, the plaintiff 
had no right to sue on it. It was argued that the agreement ought 
to be construed so as not to render it illegal, and that, as the agree- 
ment must have the same meaning before and after the passing of 
the statute, the word “leave’’ must be construed so as not to refer 
to a change of employers made under the order of the Ministry of 
Munitions. It might be that an Act passed after the date of an 
agreement might render it illegal, but that could not affect the con- 
struction of the agreement. Whichever wav it was nut. his lordship 
was satisfied that the plaintiff left the service of the company before 
the end of the war, and so never became entitled to the bonus agreed 
to be paid by the defendants. The contract must be construed as 
a whole. The plaintiff had failed to establish his case and the appeal 
must, be allowed. 








he s forfeit all claim to the bonus. The plaintiff, shortly after 
the date of the agreement, enrolled as a War Munition Volunteer, 








Scrurton and Duke, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same effect. — 
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Counset, Langdon, K.C., and C. B. Marriott ; Montgomery, K.C., and 
BE. F. Lever. Soticrrors, Sharpe, Pritchard & Co., for Rendall 
& Co,, Yeovil; Field, Roscoe & Co., for Pye-Smith & Hulbert, Salis- 
bury. 

(Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


LAWRENCE v. WEST SOMERSET MINERAL RAILWAY CO. 


- Eve, J. 2ist June. 
Joosene DesenTuRe STOCKHOLDERS’ ACTION—CLAIM TO TREAT MONESS 

as CaprrAL—Payment or D.vipenps ovt-or CapitraLc—No CHARGE ON 
Assets—Ruicut To Sve 


Debenture stockholders, who have no direct or immediate interest 
in a particular fund and no specific charge on it, cannot restrain the 
company from applying such fund in payment of dividends on the 
share capital, even though the assets are insufficient to provide for the 
loan capital 


Verner v. General Commercial and Investment Trust (1894, 2 Ch, 239) 
followed 


This was an action for a declaration that certain payments to be 
received by the defendant company should be treated as capital, and 
ought not to be dealt with as profits applicable for payment of dividends 
to shareholders, By an Act passed in 1869 an agreement made between 
the defendant company and the Ebbw Vale Steel Company, whereby 
a lease of the undertaking to the Ebbw Vale Company for the term of 
fifty-one-and-a-half years from 25th March, 1868, was contemplated, was 
confirmed. By the agreement the Ebbw Vale Company was to pay to 
the defendant company for the use of the railway such a sum as, with 
the tolls, would in every year amount to £5,575 in respect of dividends 
and interest on the defendant company’s share and loan capital. From 
the year 1898 down to the present time no traffic has been carried on 
the railway, and recently the rails have been removed, and a large part 
of them have been taken possession of by the Minister of Munitions. 
In the meantime the Ebbw Vale Company has year by year paid to the 
defendant company the £5,575, which has been applied in paying 
interest on the loan capital, expenses of management and dividends on 
the share capital. The term created by the agreement will expire in 
1919, and in November last this action was brought by the plaintiff on 
behalf of himself and all other the holders of debenture stock of the 
defendant company against the company for a declaration that further 
payments in respect of the £5,575 should be treated as capital, and 
not as profits applicable for payment of dividends to shareholders. 

Evr, J.—The action is based on the allegation that the defendant 
company’s undertaking, including any sums coming to it as purchase 
money for the rails taken by the Government will be ineuficient to 
provide for the loan capital when the agreement with the Ebbw Vale 
Company is determined, unless the remaining instalments of the annuity 
are impounded and retained as capital. The truth of these allegations 
is contested, but for the purpose of this judgment the case has been 
argued on the footing that at the present time it is by no means clear 
that. there will be sufficient assets in 1919 to provide in full for the 
loan capital. It has been contended on behalf of the defendant com- 
pany that, even so, the plaintiff's action cannot succeed, first, because 
the continued application of the annuity instalments constitutes no 
breach of the company’s statutory powers, and, secondly, that, even if 
such application does involve a transaction ultra vires of the company, 
the plaintiff cannot sue to restrain it. Dealing with the first of these 
contentions, there is no substantia] distinction to be drawn between 
the defendant company, formed under a special Act, in which the 
Companies Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, is incorporated, and a 
company registered under the Joint Stock Companies Acts. In both 
cases the payment of dividends out of capital is illegal, and the 
question which ultimately emerges for decision in this and similar 
cases is whether the fund proposed to be distributed as dividends is 
capital within the meaning of this restriction, or whether it is surplus 
revenue. This question is not to be solved by inquiring what an 
honest and prudent man in receipt of a terminable annuity, and with 
no other resources, would do ; for, although it may be said that he would 
be well advised, when the date of the Storntaaties of the annuity is 
spercesnise, to retain and invest some part of the annuity, it is 
obvious that he would not be compelled to do so in an action brought 
by any person dependent on him, or by his creditors. The analogy 
relied upon by the plaintiff fails entirely when pressed to its Jogical 
conclusion, and the only matter to which I must have regard is the 
true character of the fund in dispute. What, then, is this fund? 
It is the rent or price paid each year by the Ebbw Vale Company for 
the right to use or to retain sole control of the undertaking in the 
construction of which the moneys raised by the loan and share capital 
of the railway company were expended. On the hypothesis upon which 
I am proceeding, that this undertaking is now of less value than the 
money invested in it by way of loan capital alone, is it illegal for the 
company to distribute the surplus of this annual rent or price remaining 
after paying the interest on the loan capital and the expenses of 
management, as dividends on the share capital? Or, putting it in 
another way, is the company bound to retain this annual surplus until 
the equilibrium between the value of the undertaking and the capital 
sunk in its construction is restored? In my opinion, the answer to 
these questions must be in the negative. The payments represent the 





moneys earned by the investment in which the company’s capital has 
been laid out, and for all practical purposes they are identically the 
same as the interest or dividends received on the stocks and shares in 
which the company’s capital had been invested in Verner v. General 
Commercial and Investment Trust (1894, 2 Ch. 239), and on the 
authority of that and the other cases on this much debated topic, 
culminating in the instructive judgments of the Court of Appeal in 
Ammonia Soda Co. v. Clamabaien (1918, 1 Ch. 266), I hold that the , 
distribution of the annual surplus is not illegal as being a payment of 
dividends out of capital. This conclusion is sufficient to dispose of 
the action, but as the plaintiff's right to sue for the relief claimed 
by his writ was challenged, and the point argued, I propose to express 
the judgment I have formed thereon. Now, what is the position of 
the plaintiff and those on whose behalf he purports to sue? They are 
not shareholders, or, if so, are not suing in that capacity; they are 
holders of debenture stock created and issued by the defendant com. 
pany, on which all interest has been paid, and which can neither be 
called in nor paid off. They have no mortgage or charge that can be 
enforced, and it is not suggested that any event has occurred to justify 
an application for a receiver, It comes, therefore, to this, Can a 
debenture stockholder, who has no enforceable charge, who is not a 
creditor, but an annuitant whose annuity is not in arrear, properly 
be held to be so directly interested in the administration of the affairs 
of the company liable to pay the annuity as to be a competent plaintiff 
in such an action as this? I do not think he can. If he can, I do not 
see why it should not be open to every creditor or potential creditor 
of the company to commence a similar action. That there may be 
circumstances in which the Court wouid interfere at the suit of a 
debenture stockholder in the plaintiff's position to restrain the com- 
pany from doing acts to his injury I do not doubt; but where the 
sole relief claimed is a declaration that a particular application of 
moneys in which the stockholder has no direct or immediate interest, 
and upon which he has no specific charge, will be ultra vires of the 
company, I do not think I ought to hold the plaintiff competent to 
maintain the action. In my opinion the defendants are right upon 
both grounds, and, as the parties have agreed to treat the hearing of 
the motion as the trial, I dismiss the action with costs.—Covunszt, 
Hewitt, K.C., and J. M. Paterson; Maugham, K.C., and Brydges. 
Soxicrrors, Stow, Preston & Lyttelton, for Celborne, Coulman & Law- 
rence, Newport; Cooper & Co., for Davies, Sanders & Swanwick, } 
Chesterfield. 
{Reported by S. EB. Wiit1ams, Barrister-at-Lay.] 
ae 


Re TERRY. TERRY v. TERRY AND OTHERS. Astbury, J. 7th June. 


CapITaL AND [NComE—SetTtLep Lanp—Procegeps or SALE or TReEs Cur 
‘in A Due anp Proper Course’’ To se [NCoME—WAR—ABNORMAL 
CuTTING—APPORTIONMENT OF PROCEEDS. 


Where the proceeds of sale of timber cut “in a due and proper 
course ’’ were payable to the tenant for life, and the Government took 
twenty-four acres of immature larches of thirty years’ growth which 
would not have been cut in normal times for another thirty years, but 
in fact fetched more money than they would in normal times at full( 
maturity, 

Held, that this was not a normal periodical cutting at maturity within 
Re Trevor-Batye’s Settlement (1912, 2 Ch. 339), but a windfall within 
Re Harrison’s Trusts (1884, 28 Ch. D. 220), and should accordingly be 
apportioned between income and capital. 


This was a summons to determine how the proceeds of sale of 
immature, timber cut for war purposes were to be apportioned. The 
testator’s will contained a trust for sale, the annual produce of the estate 
till sale to be deemed income and applicable as such, the trusts being for 
the testator’s sons who attained twenty-one in equal shares, with re- 
mainders over. He empowered his trustees at the ——= of the 
estate to cut timber and underwood in the usual course of sale, repairs 
or otherwise, and gave them full powers of determining whether moneys 
were to be treated as capital or income. He died in 1884, leaving two 
sons, and administration p ings were started. His estate com- 
prised farms and woodlands. In 1890 North, J., made an order that the 
sole trustee should be at liberty to cut and sell timber, wood or under- 
wood ‘‘ in a due and proper course,”’ and the trustee was ordered to pay, 
on the advice of the estate agent as to the category into which subject 
matter was placed, the net proceeds of all sales of wood (other than 
timber not cut for thinnings) to the life tenants in equal shares as 
income. In 1918 there was a large quantity of thirty-year-old larch on 
the estate, which would not be cut in the ordinary course for another 
thirty years. But the Government required pit wood for the war, and 
was willing to pay a good price for it, and the agent negotiated a 
conditional contract for a sale of twenty-four acres of it, and 1,000 odd 
additional selected trees, for £3,775. This contract was confirmed 
by the Court on the affidavit of the agent that the price was exception- 
ally good, and more than in the ordinary course would be obtained for 
the trees at maturity. The sale was completed and carried out, the 
purchaser bearing the cost of ne a clearing. The life tenants 
claimed the whole parchase money. e agent advised replanting the 
twenty-four acres at a cost of £250, and claimed commission for negotia- 
ting the sale. The trustees proposed to pay the commission and cost 
of replanting out of the purchase money, and now asked to be at liberty 
to do this, and for a declaration as to how the rest of the money was 
te be applied. On this application the agent made another affidavit, 
that it was more advantageous to cut the trees than wait for their full 
growth on the price paid, and he said the cutting could not be regarded 
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Lord Penzance directed, on the application of the co-respondent Tobin, 
that the issues against him should be tried prior to the trial of the 
issues against the co-respondent Reade, who had appeared, but filed 
no answer, The concise judgment of Lord Penzance contains no state- 
ment of the principles which should guide the Court in directing 
separate trials of separate issues. Orders substantially similar to that 
in Cox v. Cox, Reade, and Tobin (supra) were made by Barnes, P., 
in B. v. B. W. and P. (unreported), on 7th March, 1898; by Barnes, P., 
in Miller v.- Miller (Times, 9th March, 1907); and by Evans, P., 
in Crichton v. Crichton, Bain and Campbell (unreported), on 13th 
March, 1917. In the last case (for a note of which 1 am indebted to 
Mr. Bayford) Evans, P., directed that the trial of the issue as against 
the second co-respondent, Bain, should stand over until after the trial 
of the issue, as against the first co-respondent, Campbell. This juris 
diction of the Court must, I think, be inherent. It rests on the power 
and the duty of the Court to ensure that justice be done as between 
all parties. There is no statutory provision on the matter. I am 
satisfied that section 40 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, is not 
relevant to the question, and that none of the Divorce Rules bear upon 
the point. In the absence of any statutory enactment, and in the 
absence also of any relevant divorce rule, I think that it is legitimate, 
when exercising the inherent jurisdiction, to remember the Rules of the 
Supreme Court as an useful, though non-obligatory, guide: see e.g., 
Giles v. Giles (1900, P. 17), per Barnes, J. ; Bullus v. Bullus (54 Soxict- 
rors’ JouRNAL, 343, 102 L. T., p. 399), per Bigham, J.; and Dooley v. 
Dooley (56 Soricrrors’ Journat, 207, 28 T. L. R. 113), per Bargrave 
Deane, J. Hence I call attention to ord. 36, r. 7. of the Rules of the 
Supreme Court, which provides, in substance, that the Court may, at 
any time or from time to time, order that one or more issues of fact 
be tried before the other or others. I agree that no such order should 
be made save in exceptional] circumstances, and I respectfully adopt 
the observation upon the point by Jessel, M.R., in Prercy v. Young 
(1880, 15 Ch. D. 475, 479). The power of the Divorce Court to direct 
the separate trial of issues must I conceive, be exercised with great 
care, and the serious relevant considerations must be anxiously weighed. 
The jurisdiction should be sparingly exercised. The only principle 
which can guide the Court is that such order be made as best ensures 
that justice be done as between the petitioner, the respondent, and co- 
respondent alike. If an obvious disadvantage might result to the wife 
by an order that the issues with respect to several co-respondents be 
determined separately, then no such order should, as a rule, be made. 
But cogent and exceptional facts may call for the separate trial of 
issues even in such a case, ¢.g., where grave hardships might result to 
the husband from the refusal of such an order. Where the wife can 
only allege that she will or may lose some tactical advantage by the 
separate trial of issues, then the Court should not attribute undue 
weight to the wife’s objection. It is clear, I conceive, that the wife 
cannot claim that she alone is to be considered, The husband’s interest 
should be regarded equally with the interests of a wife or co-respondent. 
Full recognition should be given to the husband's position and rights as 
a petitioner. The Court must ever weigh the matter with due regard 
to fhe interests of all parties. It was pointed out in argument that 
the orders made in the past for the separate trial of separate issues 
as to adultery had been made at the instance of a co-respondent. I 
agree that this is so. But I can see no reason for limiting the right 
to make such an application to a co-respondent. I conceive that an 
equal right to apply must exist in the petitioner and in the respondent. 
CAfter referring to the facts in the present case, his lordship continued :] 
In my view, the advantage (if any) which might result to the wife by 
corroborative explanatory testimony on the part of the co-respondent 
Carpendale is wholly outweighed by the serious injury which might be 
inflicted on the husband if a further and indefinite postponement takes 
place of the issue with respect to the alleged adultery of the wife with the 
co-respondents Radford and Thom ; and the defence of the co-respondent 
Carpendale will not be impaired. The trial of the issues against him 
will take place separately at a later date. On the whole, therefore, 
I have come to the conclusion that, under the special circumstances of 
the case, 1 should direct that the trial of the issues as to the alleged 
adultery with the co-respondents Radford and Thom should take place 
prior to the trial of the issue with respect to the adultery alleged with 
the co-respondent Carpendale.—Counsgx, for the petitioner, Bayford ; 
for the respondent, Le Bas ; for the co-respondent Carpendale, Murphy. 
Soxrcrtors, for the petitioner, Gush, Phillips, Walters, & Williams ; for 
the respondent, Ford, Lloyd, & Co.; for the co-respondent Carpendale, 
Charles Russell & Co, 
[Reported by C. G. TaLsot-Ponsonsy, Barrister-at-Law) 








New Orders, &c. 


New Statutes. 
On 27th June the Royal Assent was given to the following Acts :— 
The Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Act, 1918. 
ape Defence of the Realm’ (Beans, Peas and Pulse Orders) Act, 
1918. 
The Horse Breeding Act, 1918 


The Provisional Order (Marriages) Confirmation Act, 1918. 
And to several local and private Acts. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette for 28th June contains the folowing :— 

1. An Order in Council, dated 28th June, making additions to the 
Statutory List under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of Powers) 
Act, 1915, as follows :—Argentina, Paraguay and Uruguay (9); Bolivia 
(2); Brazil (2); Chile (3); Costa Rica (1); Cuba (3); Mexico (2); Nether- 
lands (14) ; Netherland East Indies (10); Norway (6); Peru (1) ; Salvador 
(1); -_ (20) ; Sweden (1). 

2. A Foreign Office (Foreign Trade Department) Notice, dated 28th 
June, that certain names have been added to the iist of persons and 
bodies of persons to whom articles to be exported to China may be 
consigned. 

3. Notice of an additional appointment to the Military Appeal Tri- 
bunal for the County of Lincoln. 

4. Notice that the Honourable William Watson, K.C., has been 
appointed to be a Member of the Defence of the Realm Losses Com- 
mission in the room of the Right Honourable Edward Shortt, who 
resigned on his appointment as Chief Secretary for Ireland. 

5. Admiralty Notices to Mariners as follows :— 

(1) No. 764 of the year 1918 (revising No. 719 of 1918, which ts 
cancelled) :— 

England, East Coast: River Humber 
Pilotage, Traffic and Fishing Regulations. 

(2) No. 765 of the year 1918 (revising No. 170 of 1918, which is 
cancelled) :— 

Caution when approaching British ports: Part I., Closing 
of Ports; Part II., Examination Service; Part III., Ports or 
Localities Referred to; Part IV., Sweeping Operations, in- 
cluding the following :— 

H.M., Vessels are constantly engaged in sweeping opera 
tions off the coasts of the United Mieptend 

Whilst so engaged, they work in pairs connected by a 
wire hawser, and are consequently hampered to a very 
considerable extent in their mancuvring powers. 

For the public safety, all other vessels, whether steamers 
or sailing craft, must keep out of the way of vessels flying 
this signal, and should especially remember that it is 
dangerous to pass between the vessels of a pair, as the 
vessels may have mines trailing in their sweeps and also on 
account of the danger caused to traffic if mine-sweepers 
have to slip their sweeps to get out of the way of vessels. 

(3) No. 778 of the year 1918 (revising various former notices 
which are cancelled) :— 

England, South-East Coast : Dover Channel—Traffic Regu 
lations. 

The Zondon Gazette for 2nd July contains the following :— 

6. An Order in Council, dated 2nd July, further amending the Procla- 
mation, dated 10th May, 1917, and made under Section 8 of the Customs 
and Inland Revenue Act, 1879, and Section 1 of the Exportation of 
Arms Act, 1900, and Section 1 of the Customs (Exportation Prohibition) 
Act, 1914, whereby the exportation from the United Kingdom of certain 
articles to certain or all destinations was prohibited. A number of 
articles are added to list (a), the exportation being thus prohibited to 
all destinations. These include Binoculars, Compasses and Field 
Glasses ; Nautical Instruments ; Telescopes ; Theodolites. 

7. Notices under the Corn Production Act, 1917, that the Agricultural 
Wages Board (England and Wales) propose to fix minimum rates of 
wages for Wiltshire and Cheshire, and rates of wages for Buckingham- 
shire; and that minimum rates for male workmen, to come into force on 
8th July, bave been fixed for Essex, Suffolk, Berkshire, Buckingham- 
shire, Cambridgeshire, Huntingdonshire and Bedfordshire, Worcester- 
shire, Devonshire and Oxfordshire; and rates of wages for male work 
men for Northamptonshire. 


and Approaches 


Order of the Secretary of State. 
TRANSMISSION OF WRITTEN MATTER. 

In virtue of the powers conferred on me by Regulation 24 of the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations, which relates to the transmission 
otherwise than through the post, or conveyance, to or from the United 
Kingdom, of any letter, written message, memorandum, printed or 
written matter (including plans, photographs and other pictorial repre 
sentations), 

I hereby exempt from the provisions of the Regulation : 

(1) Any document conveyed in a sealed bag for or on behalf of the 
British Foreign Office or any British or Foreign Embassy or Legation ; 

(2) Any letter, message or mémorandum or any printed or written 
matter (including plans, photographs, and other pictorial representa- 
tions) conveyed for or on behalf of any Government Department or the 
Government of any of His Majesty’s Dominions or the Government of 
any Allied State by an accredited representative ; ; 

(3) Any shipping document from a shipping company or business 
firm, provided that such document : 4 

(a) either relates to the cargo or charter of the vessel in which 
it is conveyed, or contains information pertaining to the shipping 
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business of the company or firm to which the vessel belongs or by 
which it is chartered of such a kind that its conveyance abroad, 
and delivery to the company’s or firm’s representative, is indis- 
pensable to the proper conduct of such business ; 

(b) is pane for conveyance in the sitip’s box; and 

{c) is handed over on demand in an open cover for inspection 
to any competent naval or military authority or to any person 
authorized by him, or to any Aliens Officer or Officer of Police, 
unless it can be shown that it has already been examined and 
passed by an Officer of the Postal Censorship. 


The Order made by the Secretary of State on the 3rd September, 
1917, is hereby revoked 
Watter H. Lone. 


One of His Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State. 
Whitehall, 27th June, 1918. 





Board of Trade Orders. 
THE PETROLEUM PRODUCTS (WHOLESALE PRIORBS) 


ORDER, 1918. 
1. In this Order the expression “wholesale dealer ’’ means any person, 
firm or ny whose business or a part of whose business it is to 


sell to retailers for resale any oi the petroleum products mentioned in 
the Schedule hereto. 

2. No wholesale dealer shall sell any of the petroleum products men- 
tioned in the Schedule to this Order except at the prices shown against 
sudh products. 

4. This Order may be cited as the Petroleum Products (Wholesale 
Prices) Order, 1918. 


[Schedule of Prices.] 


25th June. (Gazette, 28th June. 





THE HOUSEHOLD FUEL AND LIGHTING ORDER, 1918. 
Part I.—TxHe Scope or THE ORDER. 


i. This Order extends to coal, gas and electricity used for heating 
or cooking or for any other than industrial purposes, exclusive of 
lighting, but it also extends to gas and electricity used for lighting 
purposes in connection with any house, building or other premises in 
respect of which the provisions of this Order cm. 

It extends to coal, gas, and electricity used for industrial purposes 
where such industry, trade or business is carried on in a dwelling 
house or other building used in connection with a dwelling house. 

Tt extends to coal used for the generation or production of gas or 
electricity in a private works, for consumption in a house, building or 
< = ae in respect of which the provisions of this Order as to 
uel apply. 

Tt extends to coal, gas and electricity used in laundries, bakehouses, 
dairies, greenhouses and other industrial or trade premises carrying on 
occupations or businesses of a domestic or quasi-domestic character. 

It extends to coal, gas and electricity used in any premises for 
industrial purposes where the total quantity to be used in any year 
shall not exceed 100 tons. 

In case of dispute as to whether any such premises come within the 
scope of this clause, the decision of the Controller of Coal Mines shall 
be final and conclusive in every case. 

5. This Order applies to England and Wales and throughout this 
Order the expression ‘‘ Local Authority ” means the Mayor, Aldermen 
and Commons of the City of London in Common Council assembled, 
the Council of a Metropolitan Borough, the Council of a Municipal 
Borough or other Urban District, the Council of a Rural District, 
or the Council of the Isles of Scilly; ‘‘Month’”’ means a calendar 
month ; ‘‘ Quarter’ means a three-monthly period ending as nearly as 

sible on the 31st March, the 3th June, the 30th September or the 
lst December in any year; and “ Person’ includes any firm or aéso- 
ciation or body of persons, a company, corporation or other corporate 

y- 


é 


Part II.—ALLOWANCES FOR FUEL AND LIGHTING. 


6. Subject to the provisions of this Order the allowances of fuel in 
respect of any dwelling house or part thereof, or flat or tenement in 
separate occupation, shall not exceed the ay prescribed in accord- 
ance with the following table, or such other quantity, whether less or 
more, as the Controller may subsequently determine, for any period of 
time or in respect of any district :— 
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and for every additional room 1 ton until a maximum of 20 tons is 
reached; thereafter any additional allowance not exceeding 1 ton per 
room shall be in the discretion of the Local Fuel Overseer (to be 
appointed as hereinafter provided). 

Provided always that where the number of people habitually resident 
in a flat or tenement or dwelling house or part thereof in separate 
occupation of not more than 12 rooms exceeds 6, the scale allowance 
as determined by the above table shall be increased by 1 ton. 

The two scales indicated in the tables shall apply as follows :— 

A. To the counties of— 
Cheshire, Cumberland, Derbyshire, Durham, Herefordshire, 
Lancashire, Leicestershire, Lincolnshire, Monmouthshire, 
Northumberland, Nottinghamshire, Rutlandshire, Shropshire, 
Staffordshire, Warwickshire, Westmorland, Worcestershire, 
and Yorkshire, in England ; and 
To Wales. 
B. To the counties of— 
Bedfordshire, Berkshire, Buckinghamshire, Cambridgeshire 
(including the Isle of Ely), Cornwall and the Isles of Scilly, 
Devonshire, Dorsetshire, Essex, Gloucestershire, Hampshire, 
and the Isle of Wight, Hertfordshire, Huntingdonshire, Kent, 
Norfolk, Northamptonshire (including the Soke of Peter- 
borough), Oxfordshire, Somersetshire, Surrey, Suffolk, Sussex, 
and Wiltshire, in England ; 
To the Metropolitan Fuel Area as specially defined ; (see clause 
124) 

7. Consumers may take the allowance of fuel to which they are en- 
titled under the table either in coal, gas, and/or electricity at their 
option, in accordance with the following rules :— 

In calculating the prescribed quantity :— 

(a) Anthracite shall count as fuel at the same rate as ordinary 
coal. 

(6) 3 tons of coke shall only count as 2 tons of fuel, and so in 
proportion for other quantities. 

(c) Briquettes not sold .by-aveight and not exceeding 2} Ibs. each 
in weight shall count as 1, to the ton and so in proportion. 

(d) 15,000 cubic feet of gas shall count as 1 ton of fuel. 

(e) 800 Board of Trade units of electricity shall count as 1 ton 
of fuel. 

The quantity of fuel to be taken as gas or electricity must be calcu- 
lated to the nearest quarter of a ton. ‘ j 
The allowance of fuel to be taken as coal shall not be less in any 
case than 2 tons 10 cwts., except with the previous assent of the Local 
Fuel Overseer. . ; 
Any quantity of fuel allowed additional to 20 tons may be required 
to be taken either wholly or partly as coke. . ; 

The Controller may by notice alter the conversion equivalents set out 
in this clause either by increase or decrease at any time and for any 
district without prejudice to any matters or things done under this 
Order and without revision of any requisitions or certificates dealt with 
under this Order. ; te: 

8. Subject to the provisions of this Order, in addition to the allow- 
ances for fuel as set out in clause 6 hereof, there shall be allowed for 
lighting the quantities of gas and/or electricity prescribed in accord- 
ance with the following table, or such other quantities, whether less or 
more, as the Controller may subsequently determine for any period of 


i i ect of any districts :— 
arias , The lighting allowance for 


Where the number of rooms the year shall not exceed— 





Where the number of rooms The fuel allowance for the year 
occupied  is— shalll not exceed— 
A. B. 
Tons. Cwts. Tons. Cwts. 
Not more than 2 a. — a 3 0 
ee See a a 0 5 lw 
4 4 10 4 0 
5 5 0 4 10 
6 6 0 5 VU 
7 7 0 6 Uv 
8 8 0 7 U 
9 9 0 8 U 
10 10 0 9 U 
11 11 0 10 0 
12 12 0 11 v 


rccupied is- either cubic or B. of T. units 
ee feet of gas. of electricity. 
1, 2 or 3 7,500 be 1zU 

4, 5 or 6 11,250 18U 

7. 8 or 9 15,000 240 

10, 11 or 12 18,750 a 
13,4015. at: | 92500. 260 
16, 17 or 18 ‘i “os 7 : 26,250 7 ~ 
19, 20 or 21 - Soe aki rs 3,000 is 
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Gas or electricity allowed for lighting under this clause may at the 
option of the consumer be used for other domestic purposes, but cannot 
be converted into coal. 

Where gas and electricity are both used for lighting the consumer 
may elect to take under this clause part of the allowance as gas and 
part as electricity, 750 cubic feet of gas being taken for this purpose 
as equivalent to 12 B. of T. units of electricity, and vice versa. Conver- 
sion may only take place by multiples of these quantities. 

9. Rooms shall only count where furnished and in actual occupation, 
except that bedrooms furnished but only occasionally occupied shall 
count as rooms. The following shall not count as rooms, viz. : Sculleries, 
bathrooms, halls not used as sitting rooms, dressing rooms not used as 
bedrooms, Loxrooms, cellars, pantries not containing fireplaces or stoves, 
storerooms, greenhouses attached to houses and ontbuildings. 

10. Not more than one-third of the total allowance of gas and/or 
electricity, under clauses-6, 7 and 8 hereof may be taken in any one 
quarter of the year, subject to such reasonable adjustment as may be 
necessary when the quarter appreciably exceeds a three-monthly period, 
and subject also to adjustment in respect of the quantities taken in 
any previous quarter of the year, commencing with 1st July or such 
other approximate date as may relate to the premises concerned. 


Parr III. 








Loca, Fue. anp Licutinc Committees, Locat Fuet 
OvVERSEERS, &C. 


19. Each Local Authority shall, within 14 days of the date on which 
this Order comes into effect, appoint a person who shall be known as 
the Local Fuel Overseer for the district of such Local Authority or for 
such part thereof as is included in the Order and the Local Authority 
may at its own or shall at the Controller’s instance vary or renew or 
determine such appointment from time to time as may required or 
deemed expedient [with provision for two or more Local Authorities 
uniting to appoint a Local Fuel Overseer). 

21. Local Fuel and Lighting Committees.]| 

31. There shall be an appeal to the Controller from any decision of 
the Local Fuel and Lighting Committee upon the application, interpreta- 
tion or meaning of this Order or of any rules or instructions issued 
thereunder or upon any question of principle arising thereout. 

There shall not be an appeal to the Controller from any decision of 
the Local Fuel and Lighting Committee upon any question of fact except 
with the previous assent of the Committee. 

Where a Local Fuel and Lighting Committee is not appointed there 
shall ke an appeal to the Controller from any decision of the Local Fuel 
Overseer or from any exercise of his discretion, and in such case the 
Controller shall stand in the place of the Local Fuel and Lighting 


Committee for all purposes. 
The decision of the Controller shal] be final in every case. 


Part 1V.—Coat Distrisution AGENCIES :—REGISTRATION AND 
LICENSING. 


40. After 28 days from the date upon which this Order comes into 
effect, no person shall deal in or sell or deliver coal-to a consumer 
unless he is the holder either of a certificate of registration or of a 
licence issued by th» Local Fuel Overseer for the district in which the 
depot, wharf, office, or other premises from which he proposes to deal 
in or sell coal is situate. 

Parts V.-XII. deal with Procedure, including the mode of a 
requisitions for fuel (v3 ; the Duties of Consumers (VI.) ; the Duties o 
Coal Merchants and Dealers (VII.); the Duties of Undertakers of 
Gas and Electricity Supplies (VIII.) ; the Sale of Coal {IX.) Enforce- 
ment and Penalties (x ; the Metropolitan Fuel Area (XI.) ; and Miscel- 
laneous (XII.). The Order contains 130 clauses. 

28th June. [Gazette, 2nd July. 


—_——- 


Local Government Board Order. 
THE LOCAL AUTHORITIES (FUEL AND LIGHTING) ORDER, 


(Recitals.] 
Articte I.—In these Regulations, unless the contrary intention 
appears— 
(a) The expression ‘‘ Local Authority ’’ means, as the case may 
be, the Mayor, Aldermen, and Commons of the City of London in 
Common Council assembled, the Council of a Metropolitan Borough, 
the Council of a Municipal Borough or other Urban District, the 
Council of a Rural District, or the Council of the Isles of Scilly ; 
(b) The expression “ District *’ means the District subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Local Authority for the purposes of the Public 
Health (London) Act, 1891, or of the Public Health Act, 1875, as the 
case may be, 
Artictz II.—From and after the 1st day of July, 1918, the Local 
Authorities (Retail Coal Prices) Order, 1917, shall be rescinded. 


Arrictz III.—We hereby confer and impose upon the Local Authority 
and upon such of their Officers as they may designate or appoint for 
the purpose the powers and duties necessary to provide for the due 
discharge within their District, or any part thereof, in conformity with 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations, of the functions assigned to 
Local Authorities by the Household Fuel and Lighting Order, 1918 : 
Provided that nothing herein contained shall be deemed to authorize 
a Local Authority or any of their Officers to take any legal proceedings 
to enforce that Order, or to prosecute any person for any offence against 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations occasioned by any breach of that 
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Order, except under a power conferred upon such Authority or O 
in the manner provided by that Order. a2 = ys 
Articte IV.—(1) Any expenses incurred by a Local Authority in — 
the execution of this Order shall be defrayed in like manner as if the $ 
expenses had been incurred in the execution of the Public Health Act, 

1875, or the Public Health (London) Act, 1891, as the case may be. 

(2) Where any Local Authorities have combined for any of the 
purposes of this Order, any expenses incurred by those Local Authorities ~~ 
under this Order shall be defrayed in such proportions as may be 
agreed upon, or in default of agreement as may be determined by the 
Local Government Board. ft 

Article V.—This Order may be cited as “the Local Authorities 
(Fuel and Lighting) Order, 1918.’ ; 

28th June. (Gazette, 2nd July. 


Ministry of Munitions Orders. 
THE GAS WORKS (MINISTRY OF MUNITIONS) ORDER, 


The Minister of Munitions, in exercise of the powers conferred upon 
him by regulation 8c of the Defence of the Realm Regulations, and of 
all other powers enabling him, hereby orders as follows :— 

1. This Order shall apply to all Gas Works throughout the United 
Kingdom, excepting only Gas Works which possess coal gas plants 
only and have no plant installed for scrubbing or washing their gas 
either with oil or with tar. 

2. As on and from the 1st July, 1918, the manufacture and production 
of gas in all gas works to which this Order applies shall be carried out, 
in accordance with the general regulations set out in the schedule hereto, 
save and except only if and so far as such general regulations may in 
the case of any particular Gas Works be varied or superseded by any 
special directions or regulations given or made from time to time with 
regard to such Gas Works by or under the authority of the Minister of 
Munitions. 

3. This Order may 

Order, 1918,’ 


ibe cited as the “Gas Works (Ministry of Muni- 
and the regulations set out in the schedule hereto 


tions 
asthe “Gas Works (Ministry of Munitions) General Regulations, 


Notr.—All applications with reference to this Order or under or with 
reference to the General Regulations set out in the schedule hereto 
should be addressed to the Ministry of Munitions, Department of 
Explosives Supply, Storey’s-gate, S.W. 1, and marked “ E. G. 8S.” 


(Schedule of General Regulations] 


28th June. [Gazette, 28th June. 


THE LEAD (AMENDMENT) ORDER, 1918. 


1. As from the date hereof, and until further notice, the Lead Order, 
1917, shall take effect as if in the schedule thereto opposite to the 
respective classes of lead set out in the first column following the 
figures set out in the second column following were substituted for the 
figures set out in the third column following :— 


Class of Lead. 


Sheet Lead 

Lead Pipe... 

Dry White Lead 

White Lead in Oil 

White Lead in Oil... 

Red Lead and Litharge ... 
2. This Order may be cited as the Lea 
28th June. 


42 0 0 
dment) Order, 1918 
(Gazette, 28th June. 


Food Orders. 
THE CHEESE (DISTRIBUTION) ORDER, 1918. 


1. Forms of application, &c., may be prescribed.|\—(a) The Food Con- 
troller may from time to time prescribe forms of application and other 
documents to be used for the purpose of obtaining, or for any other 
purpose connected with cheese proposed to be distributed or for the 
time being in the course of distribution by or under the authority of the 
Food Controller (hereinafter called Government Cheese). Any such 
form or document may contain instructions to be observed as to the 
completion of the form or document or any other matter. 

(6) The Food Controller may from time to time issue directions 
relating to the distribution, disposal and use of Government Cheese. 

2. Completion of forms of application, &c.}—All persons concerned 
shall in the completion of any such form or document and in the 
distribution, disposal or use of any Government Cheese comply with 
the instructions and directions relative thereto for the time being 
in force. 

3. False statements, &.] 

4. Prescribed forms.}—Any form of application or other document 
purporting to be prescribed pursuant to this Order, or headed Cheese 
(Distribution) Order, 1918, shall unless the contrary be proved be deemed 
to be prescribed pursuant to this Order. 

5. Penalty.] 

6. Title |—This Order may be cited as the Cheese (Distribution) 
Order, 1918. F 

7th June. 
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- THE SOFT FRUIT (SALES) ORDER, 1918. 


is : Parr I.—Resrricrions. 

oA Soft fruit | to be imported under licence.|}—Except under the 
thority of the Food Controller a person shall not take delivery in 

United Kingdom of any of the varieties of fruit mentioned in the 

r a pon ape af kere a — or of the pulp of any soft 

“fruit where such soft fruit or such pulp is outsi a i i 

ie 17th June 1918, pulp de the United Kingdom 
‘2 Fruit to be sold to jam manufacturers or recognized dealers by 

rs.}—(a) On and after the 17th June, 1918, a person who grows 
mm the United Kingdom any Soft Fruit shall not sell or deliver or offer 
ie sell or deliver any Soft Fruit so grown except to :-— 


(i) a licensed jam manufacturer ; or 


J (ii) a recognized fruit salesman who has given to the grower a 
» dated and written undertaking signed by the salesman that he 
will re-sell such fruit only to a licensed jam manufacturer. 


ae I 


_ (6) This clause shall not apply to a grower in relation to any variety 
W@W Soft Fruit where his total crop of that variety grown in the United 
Kingdom during the 1918 Season is less than 1 cwt. 

4. Sales by recognized dealers.|—Where a recognized fruit salesman 
‘bas bought from a grower any Soft Fruit to whcih Clause 2 applies, he 
tall not sell such fruit except to a licensed jam manufacturer. 
| 4. Purchases by jam manufacturers.|—(a).On and after the 17th 
Jane, 1918, a licensed jam manufacturer shall not buy or take delivery 
“any Soft Fruit wherever grown or use any fruit bought by or de- 
fivered to him for any purpose other than the purpose of manufacturing 
jm or pulp for sale. 

{b) This clause shall not apply to Soft Fruit bought by retail by 
and used for the household consumption of a jam manufacturer. ; 

§. Sale and use of soft fruit pulp.j}—No pulp made from any Soft 
Fruit shall on or after the 17th June, 1918, be sold or delivered to any 

nm other than a licensed jam manufacturer or be used for any pur- 
Be axcopt the manufacture of jam. 


Part [I.—Prices. 


6. Grower’s price.}—On and after the 17th June, 1918, no Soft Fruit 
gown in the United Kingdom shall be sold by the grower thereof at 
“Bprice exceeding a price at the rate set out against such fruit in the 

ule, free on rail, ship or barge at the grower’s station, port or 
Wharf, together with the additional charges permitted by this Order. 
Such price shall include all charges for picking and packing. 


r ~ Parr III.—Generat. 


» 10. Contracts.|}—Except in such cases as the Food Controller may 
Mtherwise determine all contracts subsisting on the 17th June, 1918, for 
he sale of Soft Fruit grown or to be delivered in the United Kingdom 
thall be cancelled so far as the same relates to Soft Fruit not delivered 
fore that date. 
* 16. Revocation.}—The Raspberries (Jam Manufacturers’ Prices) Order, 
117; the Raspberries (Scotland) Delivery Order, 1917; and the Stone 
Frit (Jam Manufacturers’ Prices) Order, 1917, are hereby revoked, 
but ee prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention 


3 17. Title.}—This Order may be cited as the Soft Fruit (Sales) Order, 


14th June. 
The Schedule. 






Variety of Fruit, Price. 
Black Currants vi aie a ... 60 per ton. 
Red Currants ens Le és i a ae 
Raspberries n: = iis a ae 
Strawberries (Stirling Castle and Scarlets) 44 
Strawberries of any other variety is a 


» The following Orders have also been issued :— 
"An Order dated the 6th May amending the Jam (Prices) Order, 1918. 
e Canned Meat (Nett Weights) Order, 1918, dated the 3rd June, 1918. 


"General Licence dated the 3rd June under the Ice Cream (Restriction) 
Order, 1917. 


An Order dated the 7th June amending the Gooseberries (Sales) (Eng- 
- land and Wales) Order, 1918. 


"An Order dated the 12th June amending the Potatoes Order, 1917. 


~The Home Melt Tallows and Greases (Requisition) Order, 1918, dated 
the 12th June. 


The Raw Beef and Raw Mutton Fat (Licensing of Purchases) Order, 
dated the 12th June. 


Mie Canned Salmon (Returns) Order, dated the 12th June. 

#he Pickled Herrings Order, 1918, dated the 3rd June. : 
Potatoes (Distribution) Order, No. 2, 1918, dated the 6th June. 
Melt Tallow and Grease (Maximum Prices) Order, 1918, dated 


| the 12th June. 
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Societies. 
The Law Society. 


The following are extracts drom ithe report of the Council :— 

The War.—The society’s records shew that up to Alst December, 
1917, 3,064 solititors and 1,423 articled clerks have joined His Majesty s 
forces. They also shew that 461 solicitors and 293 articled clerks have 
given their lives in the service of their country. The following honours 
have been awarded :— 

Solrs. A.C. 
i 


Companions of ithe Bath ,; was 
Companions of St. Michael and St. George 
Companions of the Distinguished Service Order 
Awarded Bar to Distinguished Service Order ... 2 
Awarded Distinguished Conduct Medal ... 4 
Awarded the Military Cross ae nee 157 
Awarded Bar to Military Cross... ts — oe 
3 
1 


0 — 
7 5 


11 


Awarded the Military Medal 
Awarded the Croix de Guerre ‘a 
Awarded Bar to the Croix de Guerre ... a 

The advisory committee, referred to in the last annual report, have 
been sitting almost daily throughout the year, advising tribunals and 
military representatives upon applications for exemption from military 
service of solicitors and their clerks. The work involved has again been 
considerable, and up to the present time no fewer than 5,388 —— 
tions and re-applications have been heard and disposed of. The Council 
are glad to be able again to record that in a large majority of cases their 
advice has been accepted. That the work of the committee and of 
similar committees sitting in the provinces is realised and ap reciated 
by the Government is shewn by National Service Instruction No. 37 cf 
1918, which was issued on 6th March last. Under that instruction 
the committees are formally recognized and it is provided that their 
recommendations are to receive consideration by the National Service 
representatives. It is important also to observe ‘that although the 
instruction was issued before the last Military Service Act, it was not 
affected or superseded by that Act. 

Membership of the Society.—The society has now 8,589 members, of 
whom 3,797 practise in town and 4,792 in the country. The number 
of members who joined the society during the past year is 434, as 
compared with eighty-seven in the previous year. Aifter allowing for 
deaths, resignations and exclusions, the number of members shews au 
increase for the year of 139.’ This increase is welcomed by the Council, 
especially as the number of practising solicitors has decreased greatly © 
It is hoped, however, that members will not relax 


| concn 


owing to the war. 


THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON, W.C, 1. 


The 


CHILDREN OF TO-DAY 


are the 


CITIZENS OF TO-MORROW. 


THE need for greater effort to counterbalance 

the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Empire, compels the Corhmittee of The 
Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond-street, 
London, W.C. 1, to plead most earnestly for increased 
support for the National work this Hospital is 
performing in the preservation of child life. 

The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 
to be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet 
the mortality. among babies is still appalling, while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely declining. 

OR over 60 years this Hospital has been the 
means of saving or restoring the lives and 
health of hundreds of thousands of Children, and 
of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children. 
£5,000 has to be raised immediately 
to keep the Hospital out of debt. 


Forms of Gift by Will to this Hospital can he 
obtained on application to— 
JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. 
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their efforts to induce their friends to join the society, and so in time 
entirely to wipe out the present deficit in membership as compared with 
pre war years 


Registry Department.—Although on the outbreak of war the entries 


oa the registers dropped considerably, the improvement shewn last year 


has been maintained. The Sales and Mortgage ee reflect the 
general conditions in the property markets, but neve: ess the Council 
have received several further letters from members giving particulars of 
mortgages arranged through the registry. The Partnership and Clerk- 
ship Registers have again been extensively used, there being a steady 
increase in the number of entries of solicitors wanting clerks, and the de- 
partment has again enabled members to cope, so far as may be, with the 
great want of assistance which has arisen owing to the large number «f 
solicitors, articled clerks and ordinary clerks serving with the colours. 
The attention of members is specially directed to the fact that no clerk 
is allowed to inspect the Register of Viens Situations or enter his name 
without having first produced a letter of recommendation from a member 
of the society, or, in cases where it is impossible to obtain this, from 
some responsible person, to the effect that the clerk is personally known 
to the writer and is of good character. By this means the Couneil ‘s 
able to ensure that the register is, so far as possible, kept free of 
undesirable applicants. 

Record and Statistical Department.—The work of collecting and filing 
particulars as to the successors of deceased and retired solicitors, or as 
to the disposal of their business papers, has been continued during the 
year, and this department is now in a position to be of great assistance 
to members wishing to trace documents, &. ‘The records of a great 
number of solicitors have been added during the year, and it is hoped 
in time to have the history of every admitted solicitor. These records 
contain the date of birth and death and particulars of parentage and 
education where obtainable; the various partnerships and business 
addresses, and particulars of any appointments, &c. ; particulars of bank- 
ruptcy, bills of sale, county court ea, &c., and accounts of any 
cases against solicitors reported in the ndon and provincial newspapers. 
A History of Firms is also being compiled, showing the various styles 
under which such firms have practised since their formation, and the 
date when each partner joined and left his firm, and also the various 
addresses at which the business has been carried on. Although a quan- 
tity of valuable statistics has been compiled, there are still many 
retired and deceased solicitors as to whom no information has been 
received, and the Council will be glad if members who have not already 
done so will send to tthe secretary particulars of any solicitor’s practice 
or papers to which they, or their firms, have succeeded. During the 
year under review 247 certificates of the deaths of solicitors have been 
received from registrars of death. This compares with 262 received 
last year. The Record and Statistical Department has also been respon- 
sible for the compilation of the liste of solicitors and articled clerks 
serving with HM. forces, and the roll of honour which appears each 
month in the Law Society’s Gazette. 

The Society's Teaching System.—The number of students entered 
during the year was sixty-two, as against sixty-nine in 1916-17, eighty- 
seven in 1915-16, 138 in 1914-15, and 283 in 1913-14. Of the students 
of the present year thirty-four were oral and twenty-eight correspondenve 
students. At the examinations which have been held since the last 
annual report was prepared, twenty-six of the society’s students have 
been successful in passing—viz., twelve in the final and fourteen in the 
intermediate. Two of the society’s students have obtained honours— 
viz., one in the first class and one in the second. 


Educational Funds.—As mentioned in the last report, the outbreak 
of the war seriously affected the funds available for the purposes of 
legal education; and the Council have been obliged to effect serious 
reductions, not only in the organization of their own school, but in the 
grants which hitherto they have been able to make to local centres of 
legal education. Owing to the absence of students at such centres, this 
obligation has not caused such inconvenience as might have been feared ; 
but, in view of continued depletion of the society’s educational funds, the 
proposal to endeavour to obtain an allocation from the certificate duty 
(described in last year’s report) was revived and reaffirmed at a weil- 
attended conference, representative of provincial law societies, held at 
the Society’s Hall on 19th February last. This conference, which 
was summoned primarily to consider certain educational proposals put 
forward by the Cardiff Society, discussed generally. the subject of 
the legal education of articled clerks, and arrived at certain quteiinns 
which are at present engaging the attention of the Council. 


Treasury Regulations as to the Transfer of Stock.—Regulations dated 
the 25th January, 1918, were issued by the Treasury an conjunction 
with the Bank of England for facilitating transactions in connection with 
Government stock. The regulations were made under section 37 of the 
Finance Act, 1917, and include a provision that where any Government 
stock stands on a joint account in the name of three or more stock- 
holders, and a proper demand (that is, a demand made in the form 
scheduled to the regulations) has been made with respect to that stock, 
ali things required to be done for the purpose of transferring that stock 
or dealing with the dividends may be done by a majority of the persons 
who are stockholders at the date when the demand is made, or, in the 
case of the death of any of those persons, by the majority of the survivors 
of them. The new regulations enable the bank meme ise stock 
as held for account of trustees. After considering these cagulations the 
Council found it advisable to direct the attention of trustees to the fact 
that the regulations and the statute under which they are made do not 


justify trustees whose trusts are governed by English law in acting by 





a majorit : ne 
trusts. e fact that a transfer is executed by a majority of t 
wil] not, however, in any way affect the tra ees. 


Defence of the Realm Losses Commission.—A letter was received from 
the Surveyors’ Institution urging various changes in the procedure of 
the Royal Commission sitting to assess claims for com ion in respect 
of property occupied by the Government under 
Realm Acts. It was that costs should be allowed to clai 
that referees should be appointed to deal with claims in the provinces, 
that property should not be taken over without compensation, and that 
reports to the Commission from local representatives should be open ts 
the inspectionof claimants before they are called upon to attend before 
the Commission, The Council approved these suggestions and 59 
informed the Treasury. At the same time they urged the Treasury w 
announce that the contentions of the Crown and the decision of the 
Court of Appeal in the matter of a petition of right, 1915, 3 K. B. 64, 
had been adversely criticized by the House of Lords, and the claim of 
the petitioners had been. afterwards settled, and that therefore the 
Crown would not rely on the judgment of the Court of Appeal in that 
case. 

Shipping Control.—The Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool for- 
warded to the Council a copy of a circular letter from the Ministry of 
Shipping to shipowners, stating that in cases in which legal proceedings 
are necessary the owners in the first instance were to instruct their own 
solicitors, but that such solicitors would afterwards be required to hand 
the case over to the Treasury solicitor, unless they consented to act in 
the matter on agency terms. The Council authorized the president 
confer with such practitioners in shipping matters as he might select, 
and with their approval to take steps to secure the payment of full fees 
to any solicitor who might be instructed. A conference was held, and 
as a result a protest was addressed to the Ministry of Shipping, and 
correspondence ensued which has not yet concluded. Most, if not all, of 
the pee engaged in work of this class have intimated their intention 
of refusing to allow agency to the Treasury solicitor in the circumstances 
indicated. 


Solicitors (Qualification of Women) Bill.—In the month of May, 1917, 


the Prime Minister, on being asked whether the Government would give ” 


an opportunity of discussing this Bill, replied that, being a private Bill, 
the Government could not give it facihties. Accordingly it made no 
progress. A Bill in identical terms was introduced by Lord Buckmaster 
into the House of Lords in February, 1918. It passed second reading 
and was read a third time after a division. The Council resolved that 
the Bill should be opposed, and a letter has been addressed to the Prime 
Minister pointing out Mat the Bill is of a contentious nature and tha 
it would unfair to many young solicitors and articled clerks who are 
serving their country that it should be p with in their absence. 
The Associated Provincial Law Societies have passed a resolution approv’ 
ing the opposition of the Council to the Bill, and for the same reason. 
During the year applications have been received from women for admis- 
sion to the society’s lectures and classes. The Council thave passed a 
resolution that the consideration of the question of the admission of 
women to the society’s lectures and classes be postponed till after the 
Bill now before the House of Commons is disposed of. 


Solicitors’ Remuneration.—In last the president addressed 
to each of the provincial societies a letter intimating that he had been 
considering the question of whether it would be expedient that the 
Council should endeavour to obtain an addition to solicitors’ charges 
during the war and for a period afterwards, the grounds being increased 
establishment charges onl increased living expenses directly consequent 
on the war. He requested the views of the provincial societies on the 
subject, and as a result received replies from forty societies, of whom 
thirty-five favoured the suggestion and only five regarded it as unneces- 
sary. Subsequently the Council received from the Liverpool Law Society 
a report recommending that several items of business (detailed in the 
report) now remunerated under Schedule II. of the Remuneration Order 
should be made the subject of remuneration by way of lump sum 
charges. The Council decided that it would be desirable before the 
questions raised by the president’s letter or the Liverpool Law Society's 
report were dealt with that a deputation from the associatetd societies 
should be asked to meet and discuss both subjects with a sub-committee 
of the Council. Delegates were duly appointed by the Association of 
Provincial Law Societies, and discussions ensued. As a result the 
Council were recommended : (a) To take steps to obtain an increase of 
solicitors’ remuneration during the period of the war and for a term 
afterwards, and (b) to obtain a rule in the following form: “The re 
muneration of a solicitor for professional services of all kinds, other 
than services remunerated in accordance with schedule 1 of the general 
order made under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, which came 
into force on Ist January, 1883, may at his option be a gross sum or 
aggregate fee in lieu of detailed charges, such gross sum to be regu- 
lated with reference to the considerations stated in section 4 of the 
said Act, which are hereunder set out, and that in any taxation of such 
remuneration under clause 7 of the said Act regard shall be had to 
such considerations.’’ ‘‘‘(1) The place, district and circumstances at, 
or in, which the business or part thereof is transacted. (2) The amount 






of the capital money or of the rent, to which the business relates. (3) 
The skill, labour and responsibility, involved therein on the part of the ~ 


solicitor. (4) The number and importance of the documents prepared 
or perused, without regard to —. - .’”? The Council adopted the first 
recommendation made to them. 

They regarded it, however, as important that the two matters should 
be kept distinct and therefore that any step towards obtaining 
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rule should be held over until the request for a war increase had 
finally disposed of. A communication was therefore at once 
ed to the Lord Chancellor pointing out the reasons why a war 
e was urgently required by solicitors. 
the result the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court, on 13th May, 
passed the following new rule [printed, ante, p. 550). 


"Beldiers’ and Sailors’ Wills.—On pase 21 of the last annual report 


a 
fi 


“ewas stated that the Lord Chancellor had submitted to the Council 
‘the draft of a Bill to empower soldiers and sailors to make an informal 
of real estate and to extend that power to soldiers and sailors 
> are minors. Such a Bill has since been passed, and is now on 
Statute Book as the Wills (Soldiers and Sailors) Act, 1918. As 
jnally introduced it included a provision under which probate could 
been granted to residuary legatees if the testator had not appointed 
grecutors. It seemed to the Council that this would have been a useful 
ion, as doing away with the necessity for the administrator’s 


fee the Council regard it as unfortunate that the provision was 
“gbandoned. 
| Small Intestates’ Acts, 1873-1875.—The County Courts Registrars’ 


‘Sesociation have passed a resolution urging that these Acts should be 
gatended so as to permit not merely letters of administration but also 


ac. of wills in small cases to be obtained through county courts. 


Council approved the suggestion, and so informed the Registrars’ 
Association. 

Solicitors and Military Service.—During the past year representations 
from time to time have been made to the Council urging them to take 
feps in the direction of obtaining some measure of protection for 
Be iors and their skilled clerks. Statistics were collected, which con- 
yinced the. Council that so far as solicitors and their skilled clerks were 
goncerned a state had been reached at which their number should not 
be further depleted. A deputation attended upon the Director-General 
of Recruiting and laid before him all the available information. They 
‘pecially also directed his attention to the work which had been done 
in the interest both of the Government and of the profession by the 
various professional advisory committees. The Director-General was 
evidently impressed by the information so supplied to him. On 6th 
March, 1918, the Minister of National Service issued Instruction No. 37 
of 1918, which directed that so far as solicitors themselves and their 
skilled clerks were concerned a stage had in general been reached at 
which their number should not be further depleted, unless it appeared 
that the man in question would be doing more important work in the 
tational interests if called up for military service than he is doing in his 
present employment. The instruction goes on to refer to the various 
professional advisory committees which have been appointed in London 
and the provinces, and provides that solicitors applying for exemption 
for themselves or their skilled clerks may refer their application for the 
_ of those Committees. On the passing of the second Military 

vice Act of 1918, under which the age for military service was raised 
to fifty-one, the instruction was left intact, and, indeed, since the passing 
of the Act several new professional advisory committees have been con- 
stituted and recognized by the National Service Committee. 


[To be continued. 


The Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund. 


The following further donations are gratefully acknowledged :— 
& sd. 





Amount previously notified ... at a 987 6 1 
Percy Short, Esq. (second donation) ... aa re a ee 
Norman 1. Crombie, Esq. (second donation)... a 

969 8 1 


Further donations are very urgently needed, and may be sent to 
“The Joint Hon. Treasurers, Belgian Lawyers’ Aid Committee,’’ 
General Buildings, Aldwych, W.C. 2. 








Companies. 
The London City and Midland Bank, Limited. 


The directors of the Londen City and Midland Bank (Limited) 
announce an interim dividend for the past half-year at the rate of 18 
per cent. per annum less income-tax, payable on the 15th inst., and 
have paid a sum of £125,000 as a bonus to the staff. 

The dividend for the corresponding period last year was at the same 
rate. 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


ALFRED Rospert Oakey Lownpss and Ernest ALFRED LOWNDES, soli- 
citors (Lowndes & Son), 15, George-street, Mansion House, E.C. June 
3%. The said Alfred Robert Oakey Lowndes will continue to practise 
under the same name or style as heretofore. [Gazette, July 2. 


Harry Cuirrorp BowLine and THomMAs HusBert Frets, solicitors 
(Bowling, Firth, & Co.), 24a, Bond-street, in the city of Leeds. May 1. 
The said Thomas Hubert Firth retires from the partnership. 

(Gazette, June 28. 





General. 


Lord Grey’s pamphlet, ‘‘ The League of Nations,’’ is the first of a 
series which Mr. Humphrey Milford, Oxford University Press, will 
publish. Among the pamphlets already arranged for are ‘‘ The League 
of Nations and the Coming Rule of Law,”’ by Sir Frederick Pollock ; 
“The League of Nations in History,’’ by Professor A. F. Pollard ; ‘* The 
League of Nations and the Democratic Idea,’’ by Professor Gilbert 
Murray ; and ‘“‘ The League of Nations and Labour,” by the Right Hon. 
Arthur Henderson, M.P. 

An association has been formed of those who come under ‘one man 
business proprietors, its objects being to look after the interests of its 
members both during and after the war. The association has received 
the official recognition of the Ministry of National Service. Practically 
every trade and profession is represented amongst its members. Those 
interested should apply to the Honorary Secretary, One Man Business 
Association, c/o Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet-street, London, E.C. 4, who 
will be pleased to forward all particulars regarding the association. 

In the House of Lords on Monday Lord Clinton, Parliamentary Secre- 
tary of the Board of Agriculture, moved the second reading of the 
Land Drainage Bill, which had come up from the Commons. He ex 
plained that the Bill would amend the Land Drainage Act, 1861, and 
would make further provision for the drainage of agricultural land. The 
legislation of former days down to the Act of 1861 was too cumbersome, 
and in matty respects too expensive to meet the needs of the present 
time. The War Agricultural Committee had pointed out that defective 
drainage was one of the greatest obstacles in the way of that increased 
food production which was required at this moment, and they estimated 
that one million acres could be reclaimed or improved. The Earl of 
Selborne supported the Bill. He said this country was almost the only 
one in which land drainage was not dealt with in a thorough and 
systematic manner in tthe interests of agriculture. So far as it went, the 
Bill was a good one, but it could only be regarded as a stopgap. A 
complete settlement of the matter required the establishment of a 
drainage authority for the whole country. The Bill was read a second 
time. 

The result of the voting for the election of two Sheriffs for the City 
of London to succeed the present occupants, whose term bf office expires 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., L1p. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 


FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, 


PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc.., 


etc. 





_Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 





THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders 





LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 








4 THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks urider One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 


SPECIALISTS 
Suitable Clauses for 


IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 


Licensed Property, settled by Counsel, will be sent, on application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2 
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at Michaelmas, was declared on the 27th ult. as follows :—Mr. Banister 
F. Fletcher, 1,155 ; Colonel W. R. Smith, M.D., 800; Mr. C. G. Ashdown, 
708 ; Colonel Vickers Dunfee, 692 ; Alderman Sir J. Lutham Pound, 46; 
and Major W. F. Dick, 17. Mr. Banister Fletcher is an architect, a 
member of the City Corporation, and a Fellow of the Royal Institute 
of British Architects, practising in London. He is a member of the 
Carpenters’ Company, and has taken an active interest in the Trades’ 
Training College, Titchfield-street. Colonel W. R. Smith has been a 
member of the Corporation for many years, and has been Mayor ot 
Holborn. He has been medical officer of a number of ‘boroughs, and is 
an expert on public sanitation, 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE O8 


EMERGENCY APPEAL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
RoTa. No, 1. NEVILLE. Eve. 


Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Bloxam 
Leach Borrer 

Goldschmidt 

Leach 


Church 
Farmer 


Date. 
Monday — : Mr. Church 
Tuesday 


Farmer 
Wednesday oe 1. Jolly 

Thursday .... 11 
Priday . 


Mr. Leach 
Church 
Farmer 
Jolly 
Syoge 
Bloxam 


Charch 

Farmer 

Jolly 

Synge 

Mr. Justice 

YouncER. 
Mr. Jolly 


Synge 
° 12 Bloxam 
Saturday a Borrer 


Mr. Justice 
PETERSON, 
Mr. Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Bloxam 
Borrer 
Goldschmidt 


Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY. 

Mr. Synge 
Bloxam 
Borrer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 


Church 


Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. 


Mr. Borrer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 


Date. 
Monday July 


Church 
Farmer 


Borrer 
Goldschmidt 
Jolly Leach 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35, 


LAST DAY oF CLAIM. 
London Gazetle.—FRIDAY, June 28. 
ao. em ALLEN, Walsall, Staffs, Manufacturer Aug 12 





E Irwin Miller, 


AvgRn, EpMUND Moopy, Shanklin, I of W, Cork Merchant July 20 Sturton & Sturton, 
74, Gt Tower at 

AYRE, PRISCILLA MARTHA VICTORINE, Ulverston, Lancs 
Ulverston 

BARNSLEY, Davip, Barrow in Furness Juiy 20 
Furness 

BOTHAMLEY, RICHARD ARNOLD Claphiun July 21 

Burperpes, James, South Tottenham July %5 


July 20 W C Kendal), 


Thompson & Angel, Barrow in 

Brooks & Heller, 20, Bucklersbury 

Avery, Son & Fairbairn, 18, Fins 
on a3 Cottingham, East Y 

OOLDBREATSH, JAMES, tting » t Yorks, Market Garde 
Holdich & Locking, Hall axe 

DARLEY, Ctngoake ELIZABETH, Chippenham, Wilts July 16 Keary, Stokes & White, 

nham 

ANNY, Hyde, Chester July 15 H Bostock, Hyde 

July at 


Aug 18 _ Locking, 


pecnoant 
Doveias-WILLAN, Mary Louisa, Haverfordwest 
av urdwest 

DusoaN, CHARLES WALTER, Waltham Cross, Herts 
Victoria st 

GALE, JanB, Southampton Aug 6 C D W Fowler, Southampton 

GOLDSBROUGH, BARTHOLOMEW, Rudby, Yorks, Butcher Aug 14 
Cadle, Stockton on Tees 

HowakD, JOHN, Birmingham July 28 B Shirley Smith, Birmingham 

JACKSON, LAURA ANNE, Scarborough Aug 10 Turnbull & Sons, Scarborough 

JamuEs, EDWARD JOHN, Norbiton July 31 Harold Fawssett, New ct, Lincoln's inn 

JONES, MARY ANx, Great Crosby, Lancs July 31 Cleaver, Holden & Cleaver, Liver- 


Eaton-Evans & Williams, 


Aug 1 H Dade & Co, 14, Queen 


Wilsons, Ornsby & 


LAKIneG. Cook, Hornsea, Yorks July 26 Shackles, Dunkerloy & Bart a 
LAURENCE, ERNEST JonN, Arundel st, Strand Aug 5 Seatle & Morons ob, West- 
minster Palace gdns, Victoria st, "Westminster 
bag ae ~ ——— July 31 Fladgate & Co, 18-19, Pall Mail 
HOMAS, yewmhir, Radnor, Farmer July 27 i > 
a tow No ih Wane y Richard E George, 
ELLAN, EMMA, Campbell rd, Bow Aug 1 Hore & Co, 48, Lincol 
nas, © CHARLES ALFRED, Virginia, USA July 31 Walle’ Staltard @ Newnes 27, 
MosEs, ASSUR on Hemey, York gate, Regent's Park Aug? M 
eee we Ba ¢ ontagu, Mileham & Mon- 
Moss, Kowa "HAMPTON, Stephenson, Harwood & Co, 31, Lom- 
Oxk, Ropert MCLEAN, aoe, Cuba, Merchant Aug 3 N 
. 0, 8 on. , Oi pee. 5 ug orton, Rose, 
ALIN, ollington Ss July 24 Stuart & Tull, Gr 
a, fuaianarn Sania  . July 29 J Allon as Bath ae 
48 HUGHES, Tunbridge Wells July 31 J K Nye & Donne, Bright 
PHILLIPS, WILLIAM, Colwyn Bay, Merchant Aug 3 Skelton & Ce, Mauchneeen” ‘a 
PINKHAM, JCHN BUT. HER, Plymouth Augl W A Mahany, Plymouth 
Pops, am Arundel gdns, Notting Hill July 29 W Bedford Glasier, 47, Essex st, 


New- 


alacca Aug 1 


Barrington & 


Potts, JONAS BRADDOCK, Crewe, Chester, Builder Auz1 
PREEDY, Lary Greeuwood rd, Dalston, Stick Dealer 
, me o, Sh Northamptov 8q 
URDY, EMiIty IsapeL, New Maiden Augi T: f 
* Linoola a. 4 rower, Still, Parkin & Keeling, 5, New sq, 
SB, ROBERT BERNARD, Mount Pleasant | 
° ope en nt In, Upper Clapton Augil H Percy Becher, 
itn Eulzi, Hove July 31 Jas Mead Sutherland, $, Clement's inn passage, 
ICHARDSON, MARGARET, Harrogate July 26 Powell, S roga! 
saan, W AROLINE, Taunton July 25 a H Kite & dons, ph 8 » 
a — FRANCIS, Ottawa, Canada July 26 Charles Russell & Co, 87, Norfolk 


our, isan ge MARY, Paignton, Devon Aug 30 Byrch, Cox & Sons, Evesham, 


Nunn & Go, Colwyn Bay 
Aug 8 Boulton, Sons & Sande- 





SPEAKMA® MARY ANN, Witham, Ewex July 831 Blood & Son, Witham, 
Tasker, Many ANY, July 31 Ser Gasutean, 
THomss, JOSEPH, Hebden Bridge, Yorks, Dyer Aug 24 & Sons, 


ri 
Tom, Wosiux Hebien Bridge, Yorks, Cotton Manufacturer Aug 24 Longhg 
& Sons, Hebden Bridge 
Vicor, Cetra, Brighton July 16 Plumbridge & Meaden, Brighton 
WALKFR JoHN, Epwe'l, Oxford, Blacksmith July 25 Fairfax & Barfield, 
Wiis, HURLESTONE VESEY, South Africa Aug 14 Lattey & Hart, 138, 


hall st 
Ww ——— Lieut ALEXANDER FicottT, Bath House, Piccadilly Aug 6 Holmes, 
t, Cape! House, New Broad st 
wasea” Warus HENRY, Doncaster, Chemist Aug 15 Dawson & Burgess, 


caster 

WILLIAMSON, MARY SELINA, Congleton, Cheshire July 31 Young, Jackson 
King, 12, Essex st, Strand 

WI! 808, Captain Jony, Hove July 31 Ivor B Burnand, Hove 


London Gacette.—TUESDAY, July 2. 


ee toamh, Devosport July 26 R Robinson Rodd & Son, East Ston 

ymou 

BROOKS, oo. West hill, Putney Aug 30 Laytons, 

Brows, WILLIAM, White Notley, Essex, Licensed Victua 
Braintree 

Canter, GEoncE Arson, Josephine av, Brixton Hill Aug 24 Fred J East, 
Moorgate Station chmbrs 

Cary, Neb ae Snow hill, Provision Merchant Aug 8 Pearce & Sons, 58, 
Smith 

CHADWICK, EDWARD GEORGE, Green lanes, Surveyor Augil Leighton & Savory,’ 
Carey st Bs 

CooKE, ELIZABETH, Sunderland Aug 7 Leader, Plunkett & Leader, 76, Newgate 

Crum, JANE EWING, Hereford sq, South Kensington Aug 9 Eardley Holt, Lightly 
Slater, 32, St ‘James's pl 

Curts, WILLIAM HENRY, Ollerton, Notts, Saddler July 19 C Maurice Taberner, 
esley, nr Manchester 

DAINTON, SAMUEL, Trowbridge a= 15 F A P Sylvestar, Trowbridge 9 

Doss, DWARAKA Doss GOVERDEN, Madras, Merchant July 9 Sanderson, Adkin, all 

is, 46, Queen Victoria st 


Bu row 
er , + 2% Holmes& 


- Eddis, 
DuNN. LEONARD, Darnall, nr Sheffield July 29 Gichard, Gummer & Furniss, § 


ham 
ELSTon, CHARLES FREDERICK, Inverness terr 
Temple 
FENN, JANE ADELAIDE, Mistley, Essex Aug 3 Charlee E White, Colchester 
FORMBY, Ans, Marky, Haslemere, Surrey Aug 6 Avison, Morton, Paxton & 
Liverpoo 
FOUNTAINE, SARAH ANN, Upper Norwood July 30 Judge & Priestley, 3, Liverpo 
GARNER, SILAS, Rotherham July29 Gummer, Gummer & Furniss, Rotherham 
ape HaRkyY ERNEST, Drapers gdns, Stockbroker Aug 8 Govudale, Merson & 
9, Essex st 
HAMER, WALTER, Sheffield, Grocer July 27 Alderson, Son & Dust, Sheffield 
HARVER, EMMA M4RkIA, Bournemouth July 30 Lonsdale & Everidge, 1, Adam 


el 
HELM, HEsny a Bromley, Kent Aug 15 Dennes, Lamb & Pearce-Gould, 
ha 


Aug 1 © Howard Austin, 4, Elma 


ancery lan 
HELM, eee aoomicg, Kent Aug 15 Dennes, Lamb & Pearce-Gould, 22, C 
HiOKMAR, ANNA MariA, Esher, Surrey July 28 Dangerfield, Blythe & Co, 
ven 


st 

HooKE, EDWARD, Birmingham, Monumental Sculp‘or July 17 Edwin Jaques & § 
Kirmingham 

HvLuT, JouN JaMEs, Sheerness, Beer Retailer July 17 V A Stallon & 
Sheerness 

Kay, Mary, Liverpool Aug 1 John E’D Hore, Liverpool 

LANDER, JOHN, Laira, Plymouth Viaduct July 26 R Robinson Rodd & Son, 
Stonehouse 

Lockwoop, Jos, Rotherham, Provision Merchant July 29 Gichard, Gummer 
Furniss, Rotherham , 

Lockwoep, THOMAS, J P, Stalybridge, Chester Aug 1 Arthur Lees, Ashton t 
Lyne 

MARRIOTT, WILLIAM OGLE, Nottingham July 27 J & A Bright, Nottingham 

MILLER, GEORGE WILLIAM, Northampton Aug 17 Reynolds & Miles, 70, B 


h TD st 
MunpDayY, Zuemas, Culmington rd, Ealing Aug 14 Chester, Broome & Griffithes, 
lord ro 
MYLNE, ANNE ‘Dovanas, Chelsea Aug 10 Linklater & Co, 2, Bond ct 
OaLR,/WILLIAM SLINGBY, Reigate, Chartered Accountant Aug 1 Janson, Cobb, 
"son & Co, 22, College hill 
RABONE, FRANK, Burnt Green, Worcester, Jeweller July 17 Edwin Jaques & 5 
Birming' 
SAMURL, ARTHUR DAVID, Marble Arch Aug 5 Edward P Davis, 47, Albemarle st 
SANDERSON, WILLIAM BORROWDALE, Prestwich, Engiveers’ Traveller Aug 6 Risque « 
& Robson, Manchester 
SHAW, CHARL¥S GILL, Chester, Ironmonger July 27 G H Evans, Ches 
Sims, ‘Tuomas PULSFORD, Mount Pleasant, Glam, Assayer Aug 17 a Moy Evans, ~ 


cutee, "WILLiaM MACADAM, JP, Hollington, Sussex Aug 6 Ward, Bowie & Co, t 
King st, Cheapside 

TRAVERS, BENJAMIN JAMES, Brockley, Cartage Contractor July 30 Wilkinson & es 
7, Denman st, London Br.dge ; 

VANN, WILLIAM, Nottingham Aug 31 Burton & Briggs, Nottiagham 

WATSON, EMMA, Scarborough July 31 Albert Edward Carr, Leeds 

WELLS, WILLIAM, Laton, Bede Augi Brown & ten, Luton 

WHITOHER, MARY, Brookhill rd, Woolwich Au erbert Vaaghan, Woolwich 

WILKES, GEORGE, Birmingham pt 19 Pewel é Browett, Birmingham 

WILKINSON, ELIZ BETH, Manchester Augié J & E Whitworth, Manchester 

WILSEA, SUSANNA, Norwich Augs W H Tillett & Co, N h 








The Property Mart. 
Forthcoming Auctior. Sales. 


July 8.—Messrs. Cone, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Bents (see advertisement 
bick page, this wee! 

July 9.—Mesers. oa & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Properties (see advertioey 
ments, back page, this week). 

Jaly 23.—Mesars. BRACKETT & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Estate (seé” 
advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 30. tom, 5 Hampton & Sons, at the Mart; Freehold Property (see advertiags 
ment, back page, this week), 
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